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“— a (Baseas THE Vacation Jupas.) 





CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue cause lists of the present long vacation have not 
Presented any remarkable features with the exception that al- 
% —_ on each day of the sitting of the court the list had 
8 substantial appearance, it collapsed on every occasion by 
| Teason of the majority of the cases standing over. Mr. Justice 
| Wricur has now finished his half of the work, and will next 
| week be succeeded by Mr. Justice Kunnepy. 








| A res notice as to vacation business is about to be 
issued under the auspices of Mr. Justice Kennxpy, who takes 
/ Up the vacation work on Monday, the 18th inst. The vacation 
ttings will be held in Queen’s Bench Court No. II. at 
10.30 on Wednesdays commencing on Wednesday, the 20th 
"inst. Previously to that the learned judge will, on the same 





day at 10.15 in Queen’s Court No. ITL., hear an urgent 

ste ag eon —7 ae udge will dispose i pps, tp 
in e w j in 

Salons at the Queen's Bench: Division. 





Horace Davey 


We Anz GLap to see the statement that Sir 
As we have pointed 


has accepted the vacant Lord Justiceship. 
out, the Court of Aree greatly required strengthening on the 
equity side. In Sir Horace Davey, if the statement is correct, 
the court will have the assistance of a great lawyer and, we antici- 
pate, of a strong judge. 





WE COMMENT ELSEWHERE on the correspondence which has 
taken place with to the Land Transfer Bill. Notices 
to oppose the second reading, which was in the order pa’ 
again for Thursday night, have been given by Mr. Kruser, Mr. 
PreRPornt, Macturs, and Mr. Szron-Kzrr. It is thus 
insured that the Bill shall not be slipped through without dis- 
cussion, but in the present state of public business it does not 
appear that any adequate discussion of its principles can take 
place, and it is to be hoped that the matter may be deferred till 
the Autumn Session. Such a discussion is eminently to be 
desired, and it should not be difficult to make it clear that the 
Bill is intended to bolster up the Land Transfer Office, and to 
force upon landowners a system which all c/n shews 
they will not voluntarily have anything to do with. 





In accorpance with the reply recently addressed by the 
Lord Chancellor to the representations of the Bar Committee 
as to the inconvenience caused by the absence on circuit of the 
judge to whom winding-up business is assi arrangements 

ave been made for Mr. Justice Wricut to act as an additional 
judge in winding up. Either Mr. Justice Vavenan WILLIAMS 
or the addition judge will always be in town, and the winding- 
up business will be carried on continuously through the a 
when necessary. This, of course, will obviate some of the 
inconvenience which has been felt, but the change will not be so 
beneficial as if the winding-up judge had been taken from circuit 
work altogether, and ea detane in town. It is important 
to have a judge at hand before whom the business can be 
carried on without interruption, but it is also important to have 
particular cases managed continuously by the same judge. 





In tHe case of The British South Africa Co. v. The Companhia 
de Mocambique, which we report elsewhere, the House of Lords 
have reversed the decision of the Court of Appeal (Fry and 
Lorrs, L.JJ., Lord Esuer, M.R., diss.) and have restored the 
judgment of the Divisional Court (Lawnance and Wricnt, JJ.). 
The uestion involved is one of considerable interest. Before 
the Judicature Acts the division of actions into local and tran- 
sitory, and the requirement of a local venue in actions of the 
former gy Peg it impossible, so the — held, to bring an 
action in this country to recover or to 
abroad. Such an nie must be one the Poe meri the 
land was situated, and this rule prevented redress being given 
where the cause of action arose in a foreign country. Transi- 
tory actions also sometimes required a local venue, as where a 
local matter was stated in the pleadings, but, to save the juris- 
diction of the English courts, the fiction was introduced of 
alleging the foreign place to be in an English county. This 
fiction, however, was not extended to actions such as trespass 

uare clausum fregit, which were in their nature local. Why the 

J ition was not thus extended fo a matter of some doubt. Was 

it merely that, in an action in its nature local, the technical 

requirement of local venue was Lyre paresis ages or was it 

that the courts felt this technical fetter upon jurisdiction 

to coincide with a proper limitation of that jurisdiction? The 

majority in the Oourt of 

jurisdiction to try matters 

courts, and was only se 2 

technical a The j 

impossibility of executing a j 

itself, to the recovery of 

followed Lord Mansrretp (Mostyn v. Fabrigas, Oowp. me’. in 
4 
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holding that to this extent the jurisdiction existed. Lord Mans- 
FIELD was prepared to discard the requirement of local venue 
where it interfered with the jurisdiction as thus defined, but sub- 
sequent judges did not follow him (Doulson vy. Matthew, 4 T. R. 
503). Fry and Lorzs, L.JJ., however, thought that all difficulty 
on this head was removed by the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
1883, ord. 36, r. 1, which abolishes the requirement of a local 
venue. Lord Esuer, and now the House of Lords, have taken 
the opposite view, that the technical fetter coincided with a 
substantial restriction on the jurisdiction of English courts. 
Either on grounds of convenience, or on grounds of inter- 
national comity, the courts of one country may not entertain 
suits dealing directly with rights in respect of land situated in 
another. This view is, perhaps, not very greatly supported by 
the authorities, either English or American, but it has one 
strong argument in its favour. To give the rule under the 
Judicature Acts the effect contended for would be to allow those 
Acta, not merely to regulate procedure, but to alter the rights of 

ies, and this, it has been held, is not permissible (Britain v. 
Rossiter, 11 Q. B. D., at p. 129). 


SoME NOVEL suggestions were made at the Chicago Congress 
on Jurisprudence by Mr. Hurp in his paper on “ Legislative 
Restraints on the Transmission of Property by Descent or Will,” 
to which we referred recently (ante, p.737). In this he contrasted 
the policy of English and of American law as to the devolution of 
property on death. The policy of the English law, he said, is 
to build up great estates, and hence the rule of primogeniture 
in descent, assisted by the practice of entailment. The policy 
of the United States, on the other hand, as expressed by 
Chancellor Kent, “is to allow a free circulation of property by 
the abolition of perpetuities, entailments, the claims of primo- 
geniture and all inequalities of descent, thus preserving a 
2 ge equilibrium and dissipating the mounds of property as 
ast as they accumulate.” This policy is supposed to be 
embodied in the laws of descent, which “are quite uniform 
throughout the United States, and devolve the property of 
intestates upon the next of kin without regard to the size of 
the estate or the number of the next of kin.” But with equal 
division upon an intestacy is generally associated the unqualified 
power of disposition by will, and, in practice, the tendency 
towards the accumulation of enormous fortunes, with the 
consequent social discontent, seems to be greater in America 
than in England. To counteract this tendency, and assist in 
securing a greater diffusion of property, Mr. Hurp looks to a 
change in the law of devolution on death, so as to limit the 
amount any one person may take by descent or will. What 
this limitation should be he does not attempt to state, but by 
way of illustration he shews that in the case of large estates, 
after allowing a definite amount to the next of kin in the 
first degree, the surplus might go successively in lessening 
amounts to the next of kin in the later degrees, until 
the estate is exhausted. If the next of kin are all satisfied 
before the estate is distributed, the balance might go to the 
State, as the whole goes now on a failure of next of kin; 
but he does not advocate an inheritance tax by which a propor- 
tion of the estate would go into the public purse in the first 
instance. **I do not,” he says, “believe in a successive or 
inheritance tax or any other device by which wealth is to be 
turned over to the State as a prevention of the evils resulting 
from excessive cumulation in few hands. It would take that 
much property out of the reach of competition and individual 
enterprize and build up an official class quite as objectionable 
as any other class. The true policy is to keep the wealth in the 
hands of the people, and in the hands of as many of the people 
as possible.” In the rest of the paper Mr. Hurp discusses the 
omg | of effecting such a change as he suggests by legisla- 
tion, ¢ he points out that in Illinois there is already a 
restraint on the power of testamentary disposition. “A hus- 
band or wife cannot by will deprive the other of a certain share 
which the Statute of Descent gives tothe survivor. Thus, when 
the descendant leaves no child or descendants of a child, the 
surviving husband or wife will take one-half the real and 
personal estate by descent, any will to the contrary notwith- 


———al 
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THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 
WE hope that the correspondence which we print elsewhere, and 


House of Commons to the — which is being made to force the 
Land Registry Office on the publi 

of such an attempt would be that ig ra of title, as effected 
under the Land er Act, 1875, 

both popular and successful, and that for its complete success 
universal registration is essential. It is needless to say that the 
first of these conditions has not been fulfilled. Judged by 
results, the system of the Land Registry Office has been a 


had any conspicuous merits of its own, it could not have failed 
in the course of eighteen years to attract a large share of busi- 
ness. But the reverse is the case. The number of titles which 
have been placed on the register is insignificant, and persons 
who accept such a title find themselves exposed to so much in- 
convenience that not infrequently they would be glad to take 
it off again. 
a transaction, instead of settling the business through their 
own professional advisers, find themselves confronted with the 
delay and difficulties interposed by the regulations and practice of 
a public office. Left to themselves, they can secure that the matter 
shall be carried through with despatch, and any points that arise 
can be arranged by mutual consent. But we fear that persons 
who regard the passing of the Land Transfer Bill with favour 
or indifference have not realized the constant vexation and delay 
that must ensue when every transaction has to be effected 
through officials. These points are well illustrated in the letter 
by a ‘‘ City Solicitor.” 

Neither is there any good reason why registration should be 
universal. If a title is on the register, well and good. All per- 
sons dealing with it have the benefits or the disadvantages arising 
from this circumstance, whichever may prevail. But this has 
nothing to do with any other title, and the fact that a system 
has commended itself to one landowner is not a ground for 
forcing it on his neighbour. But there is no need to insist on 
this. If the Land Transfer Act of 1875 had proved successful it 
might or might not be expedient, by making it compulsory, to 
me the system universal. The fact that the Act has in practice 
proved unsuccessful ought to be quite sufficient to debar it from 
being made compulsory. 

Mr. Bricxpate refers to the report of the select committee of 
1879 as though it were ancient  oxttaal and he regards it as 
quite sufficient that the principle of compulsion has now been 
affirmed by the House of Jords. That the Land Registry 
Office by the help of the present and the late Lord Chancellor 
have got the Bill through the House of Lords is unfortunately 
true, but we hope this will not be regarded as in any way 
dispensing with the necessity for a full discussion of its princi- 
ples in the House of Commons. It is true that the committee 
of 1879 reported upon the system of registration of title after 
the Act of 1875 had been for only a short time in operation, 
but this does not alter the fact that they did, as Mr. Laxe points 
out, report against the principle of compulsion. How the cir- 
cumstance that some fourteen years have since elapsed detracts 
from the force of this, if the Land Transfer Act still remains as 
it was then, practically inoperative, we do not understand. We 
refer of course to the actual number of its transactions as 
compared with the whole body of land transactions through- 
out the country. If in the interval there had been a great 
change in public opinion in favour of the system of the 
Land Registry Office, then it might be needless to recur 
to the report of 1879; but, as we have already remarked, 
nothing of the kind has taken place. So far as the actual preva- 
lence of registration of title is concerned, we are practically 
where we were in 1879, and it is for those who impugn the 
report of that year to shew that a compulsory registration which 
was improper then is proper now. Primd facie the inference 
seems to be clearly the other way. In the interval, as Mr. 


SaunDERS ey out, the practice of conveyancing has been 
improved by the passing of statutes which have been at once 
voluntarily adopted, and there is less reason than ever for inter- 


fering compulsorily with the system of conveyancing which 
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commends itself to the vast majority of landowners. 











other correspondence which has been going on recently in the ~ 
daily press, will have the effect of awakening members of the — 
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miserable failure. Had it answered a public want, or had it ~ 


One reason of this is that the two parties to 
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One strong objection to the present system of registration is, 
as Mr. Laxe in his first letter stated, the difficulty it interposes 
in the way of dealing with land by way of temporary mortgage, 
and perhaps the most surprising part of Mr, Brickpae’s letter 
is that in which he endeavours to meet the objection. Hitherto 
it has been supposed that the proper way of creating an 
equitable charge is to deposit the land certificate under 
section 81 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, and lodge a 
caution under section 53. Originally the fee for the caution 
was £1, but, under the rules of January, 1889, it was raised 
to the full amount that would be payable on registration of 
the mortgage. Attention having been called to this by Mr. 
Lax (36 Soxicrrors’ Journa, 680), the rule of August, 1892, 
was issued, under which the fee was fixed again at £1, with the 
restriction that the caution should be effectual for one year only, 
and that the rule should not apply on a renewal of it. Prac- 
tically, therefore, the rule is useless, and Mr. Laxe naturally 
notices this in his letter. Mr. BrickpaLe appears to admit 
that section 53 as applied to equitable charges is a failure, 
but he has a remedy in section 57. “ By section 57,” he says, 
“the Act provides a system of ‘inhibiting orders’ suitable for 
the protection of such charges, which can be made summarily 
by the registrar on the owners’ and bankers’ application. No ad 
valorem fee is payable on these under any circumstances.” But 
the language of the section hardly seems to indicate that it was 
intended to introduce a summary procedure “suitable for the 
protection” of equitable charges. The section is too long to 
uote, but it provides for the making of such inquiries (if any), 
the giving of such notices, and the rege of such persons 
as the court or registrar thinks expedient, and, after all this, for 
the issue of an order inhibiting generally, or for a defined time, 
all dealings with the land. An inhibiting order thus obtained 
is doubtless very effectual, but whether it can be obtained 
without expense and delay is not so clear. Moreover, as Mr. 
Lake points out, the Land Registry Office, in the regulations 
issued by them, take the same view of the matter. ‘An equit- 
able charge,” they say, ‘“‘can be made by the deposit of a land 
certificate, but as its production is not required on transfers, the 
mere deposit is very little security, unless protected by a caution 
or restriction.”” ‘‘ An inhibition is very rarely resorted to, as it 
is in the nature of an injunction, and would only be issued in 


Of course, it is for the interest of the Government to assist 
the Land Registry Office in making registration of title com- 
pulsory. As a voluntary system it has failed, and the Office has 
not been able to pay its expenses ; but, as a compulsory system 
—and, if once the Bill is passed, there will be every inducement 
to extend it as rapidly as possiblé to the whole country—the 
result may be expected to be very different. ‘A very low scale 
of fees (in lieu of existing costs of conveyance),” said the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer the other day, in answer to Mr. Greene, 
“will, in our opinion, suffice for covering office expenses, so great 
is the number of transactions in land.’’ Doubtless this is the 
correct view to take of the question of fees now, but if the Land 
Registry Office obtains its monopoly, it will be an easy matter 
to fix the fees so as to produce a substantial increase of Govern- 
ment revenue. When this result, which Mr. Laxe not without 
reason foretells, has been brought about, landowners will find 
that, instead of paying the costs of professional advisers selected 
by themselves and able and willing to serve their interests, the 
will have to pay fees to a public office, the first duty of whi 
will be to keep up and maintain a handsome vv and which 
will regard their wants and convenience as only of secondary 
importance. 


DEATH CERTIFICATION. 
Tux report of the Select Committee on Death Certification, 
which has just been published, is one of the most interesting 
and valuable Parliamentary papers of the present session. 
Probably the clearest method of dealing with this subject will 
be to take the recommendations of the committee in order, an 
to consider first the evils — which they are directed, and 
then the intrinsic worth of the remedies which they seek to 
apply. The first proposal is that in no case should a death be 


d| French médecin véry 


death, si ys ee medical practitioner, or a 
itedie alae inquest. Under the existing law and Trac a 
considerable, though happily decreasing, proportion of deaths 
are registered without certification. o medical man has 
attended during the last illness; a medical certificate is, there- 
fore, not forthcoming, and the — fills up the details, as 
best he may, on information obtained from the surviving 
friends, with a right, in the case of sudden, violent, or sus~ 
picious deaths, to report the matter to the coroner, who, after an 
inquest, may order registration. 

It is impossible to doubt that this system is radically vicious. 
The registrar is neither a medical man nor a lawyer; he is 
entitled, and obliged, to take information from ns who are 
often utterly incompetent to form a correct opinion as to the 
cause of death, and are sometimes interested in deceiving him ; 
it is no part of his duty to investigate the facts of the case; he 
is by no means a good judge of the kind of cases which ought to 
be referred to the coroner; without such a reference he has no 
authority to delay registration in order that inquiries may be 
made ; and the practice of coroners in regard to the holding of 
inquests is not sufficiently uniform to constitute even a reason- 
ably certain guarantee that deaths occasioned by crime or 
criminal neglect shall not escape the notice of the authorities. 

A priori, therefore, we should expect to find that the class 
of uncertified deaths contributed largely to the volume of un- 
detected national crime, and the select committee supply us with 
statistical proof that this inference is a correct one. It appears 
that in London, Dublin, and Glasgow—three cities of sufficient 
importance to justify an induction—the — of uncerti- 
fied deaths is at its minimum at that period of life when men 
and women are self-supporting, and when, consequently, their 
lives are most valuable as b winners, namely, between twenty 
and forty years of age, and that it increases on each side of 
that period precisely as first or second childhood renders the 
deceased as a class a burden on their friends. Thus, in 
Dublin, during the years 1890-2, —s tery of persons 
between twenty and forty years of age, the 8 
of uncertified (je was 3°2, which we ma i a 
normal figure; between forty and sixty it increased 
by over one-half, and was 5 per cent.; between —_ and 
eighty it had become 6°9 per cent; while above eighty it 
was 12°5 per cent., and had thus more than trebled. On the 
other side of the normal point, of the deaths of persons between 
five and twenty years old, the percentage of uncertified deaths 
was 4°8, or nearly half as much again as the normal figure ; 
between the ages of one and five it was 10°8 cent., or more 
than treble; between one month and one year it was 20°6, while 
in the case of infants under one month the ratio was 41°2, or 
nearly twelve times as great as it was between twenty and 
forty. These figures are sufficiently eloquent without comment. 
The select committee propose to meet the evil by rendering 
the production of a certificate of the cause of death a condition 
precedent to registration in all cases. As (a statement of the 
end to be attained this recommendation is, of course, unexcep- 
tional. But everything depends on the efficiency of the means 
adopted for its attainment. The views of the committee on this 
point are embodied in their second, third, fourth, and fifth 
recommendations, and are in substance as follows -—If a 
deceased person was attended during his last illness by a 
medical practitioner the latter is to certify on a prescribed form, 
the use of which will be obligatory, the cause of death, as to 
which he must satisfy himself by @ personal 
of the body; if, however, on the ground of distance, or 
for some other sufficient reason, he is unable to make 
this inspection himself, he must obtain and attach to his 
certificate of the cause of death a certificate signed by two 
conems neighbours of the deceased, verifying the fact of 

eath. In cases where a certificate from a medical practitioner 
in attendance is not forthcoming, the cause, and 
also the fact, of death are to be ascertained by a pu 
medical certifier—who will be the British a of the 

ificatewr—to be ted in sanitary 
district. All certificates of death will be sent to the registrar 
instead of being handed, as they now are, to the representatives 
of the deceased. 





registered without production of a certificate of the cause of 





On some points of detail these recommendations may be open 
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to criticism. We are not quite clear that where personal in- 
spection of a corpse cannot be made by the medical man in 
attendance, the fact of death ought not to be ascertained and 
certified by the public medical verifier; and in any event the 
certifying neighbours ought to be made subject, if they certify 
falsely, to the penalties attaching upon a false attestation to a 
certificate of marriage. But that the proposals of the select 
committee will remedy the abuses and defects of the existing 
law, we have no serious doubt. They will prevent certificates 
being granted of the deaths of persons who are still alive. 
They will check the laxity with which too many medical men 
regard the duty of certifying, and the particulars which they 
may give, alter, and withhold; and if, as the select committeé 
suggest, care is taken to avoid the choice of registrars who do 
not understand the meaning of such terms as “rabies,” and 
the election of coroners who permit such verdicts as “ A man 
died from stone in the kidney, which stone he swallowed when 
lying on a gravel path in a state of drunkenness,” or ‘child, 
three months old, found dead, but no evidence whether born 
alive,” to be recorded, there is every reason to believe that 
they will furnish us with a really effective system of death 
certification. 

The committee also recommend the discontinuance of the 
practice of burial in pits or common graves, the registration of 
all still births of seven months development—a matter which has 
recently been brought before the British Medical Association, 
and in which nearly every civilized country in the world is in 
advance of us—and the prohibition of burials without an order 
from the registrar stating the time and place of interment. We 
cordially trust that this admirable and exhaustive report will at 
the earliest convenient season receive the attention of the 


Legislature. 





LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


Mercuant Suiprinc.—The following memorandum is prefixed to 
the Merchant Shipping Bill introduced by Mr. MunNDELLA, which has 
been read a first time :—‘‘ It is proposed by this Bill to repeal and 
consolidate the present Merchant Shipping Acts. The Consolidation 
Act of 1854 has now been in force for nearly forty years, and has 
been amended by some twenty-four subsequent Merchant Shipping 
Acts, besides other enactments. The number and complexity of the 
enactments on the subject of merchant shipping have made the law 
difficult to administer, difficult to observe, and difficult to amend, 
and the need for consolidation and simplification has become urgent. 
The Bill, in accordance with the policy adopted by the joint com- 
mittee of this session on Consolidation Bills, reproduces existing 
enactments with such alterations only as are required for uniformity 
of expression and adaptation to existing law and practice, and does 
not embody any substantial amendment of the law. It is not, how- 
ever, intended by consolidation to stereotype the existing law, but, on 
the contrary, to facilitate the making of such amendments as may 
appear to be required. But any such amendments could be more appro- 
priately embodied in a separate and subsequent measure. Where the 
Bill departs from the existing Acts in any manner which is not merely 
verbal, the change is mentioned in the notes to the Bill annexed to 
this memorandum. The Bill deals with all the subjects contained in 
the 1854 Merchant Shipping Act, and also consolidates in Part III. 
the Passenger Acts, which are closely allied to the Merchant Ship- 
ping Acts. It will repeal and supersede, for the most part wholly, 
more than forty Acts. Some difficulty has been experienced in 
dealing with various provisions which are scheduled to the existing 
Acts, but which could be altered either by Order in Council or by rules 
made by a Government department. The sailing rules scheduled to 
the 1862 Act are a typical instance of this. The rules in themselves 
are extremely important in practice, and might be expected to 
appear on the statute book; on the other hand, they were repealed 
by the Statute Law Revision Act of this year, and if they were 
scheduled to the new Act, the result would be that, as alterations 
were made from time to time, a considerable amount of matter which 
is not law would appear on the statute book as law, and there would 
be nothing, as far as the statutes are concerned, to shew that any 
alterations had been made. This would be extremely misleading, 
and therefore the Bill, following the Statute Law Revision Act, 
omits these sailing rules and other provisions of a like nature. It 
will be desirable to postpone the operation of the Bill to allow time 
for Orders in Council or rules to be made embodying any provisions of 
the existing Acts relating to these matters which are still in force. 
The Bill itself consists of 774 clauses and 18 schedules. 


Brr1s ADVANCED.—The Public Authorities Protection Bill has been 


read a third time. 


Britis WITHDRAWN.—The House of Commons Orders relating to 
the following Bills have been discharged and the Bills withdrawn :— 
Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill, Supreme Court of Judicature Bill, 
Bills of Sale Bill, and the Copyhold (Consolidation) Bill. 


BILLS PASSED INTO LAw.—On the 12th inst. the Royal Assent wag 
given to the Consolidated Fund (No. 4), Irish Education Act, 1892, 
Amendment (No. 2), Public Works Loans (No. 2), Industrial and 
Provident Societies, Contagious Diseases (Animals) (Swine Fever), 
Elementary Education (Blind and Deaf Children), Sheriff Courts 
Consignations (Scotland), Public Health (London) Act, 1891, Amend- 
ment, and Naval Defence Amendment Bills, and to several local and 
provisional order Bills. 


CASES OF THE WEEK, 


House of Lords. 


THE BRITISH SOUTH AFRICA CO. v. THE COMPANHIA DE MOCAM.- 
BIQUE AND OTHERS—8th September. 


J URISDICTION—TREsPAss TO Lanp ApRoAD—OLam For DAMAGES. 


Appeal from an order of the Court of Appeal (Fry and Lopes, L.JJ., 
Esher, M.R., diss.) varying an order of a divisional court (Lawrance and 
Wright, JJ.) in favour of the appellant on questions of law raised by the 
pleadings. The nature of the pleadings is stated in the report of the case 
before the Court of — (40 W. R. 650). For the purpose of the 
present decision it is sufficient to say that the principal question involved 
was whether the Supreme Court of Judicature had jurisdiction to try an 
action to recover damages for a tres to lands situate in a fo 
country. The Divisional Court held that it had not, the Court of Appeal 
that it had. The decision of the majority of the Court of Appeal went 
upon the ground that the English courts had an inherent juriadiction to 
try actions in which a remedy was sought in personam only, although the 
injury complained was in respect of land situate abroad, but that the 
technical requirement of a local venue in actions of trespass quare clausum 
Jregit prevented its exercise. The removal of this requirement by R.8.C., 
1883, ord. 36, r. 1, which provides that ‘‘ there shall be no local venue for 
the trial of any action, except where otherwise provided by statute,’’ ob- 
viated, so it was held, this difficulty, and set free the jurisdiction. 

Tue House or Lorps (Lord Herscue.zt, 0., Lords Haissury, Mac- 
NAGHTEN, and Morris) now reversed the judgment of the Court of Appeal, 
and restored the judgment of the Divisional Court. 

Lord Herscue.t, C., said that the nature of the controversy between 
the parties rendered it necessary to consider the origin of the distinction 
between local and transitory actions, and the development of the law 
which determined the venue or place of trial of issues of fact. It was 
necessary originally to state truly the venue—that is, the place in which 
it arose—of every fact in issue; and, ifthe places were different, each issue 
would be tried by a jury summoned from the place in which the facts in 
dispute were stated to have arisen. After the Statute 17 Charles 2, c. 8, 
which provided that ‘‘after verdict judgment should not be stayed or 
reversed, for that there was no right venue, so as the cause were tried by a 
jury of the proper county or place where the action was laid,”’ the practice 
arose, which ultimately became regular and uniform, of trying all the 
issues by a jury of the venue laid in the action, even though some of the 
facts were laid elsewhere. When juries ceased to be drawn from the par- 
ticular town, parish, or hamlet where the fact took place—that is, sat 
amongst those who were supposed to be cognizant of the circumstances— 
and came to be drawn from the body of the county generally, and to be 
bound to determine the issues judicially after hearing witnesses, the law 
began to discriminate between cases in which the truth of the venue was 
material and those in whichit was not so. This gave rise to the distinction 
between transitory and local actions—that is, between those in which the 
facts relied on as the foundation of the plaintiff's case have no necessary 
connection with a particular locality and those in which there is sucha 
connection. In the latter class of actions the plaintiff was bound to ae 
the venue truly ; in the former he might lay it in any county he pl R 
It was, however, still necessary to lay every local fact with its true venue 
on peril of a variance if it should be brought in issue. Where a local 
matter occurred out of the realm, a difficulty arose, inasmuch as it was 
supposed that the issue could not be tried, as no jury could be summoned 
from the place, and it was by the general rule essential that a jury should 
be summoned from the venue laid to the fact in issue. It was, however, 
early decided that, notwithstanding the rule, such matters might 
be tried by a jury from the venue in the action, and thus the difficulty was 
removed and the form was introduced of adding after the statement of the 
foreign place the words, ‘““To wit at Westminster in the County of 
Middlesex,’’ or whatever else might hap to be the venue in 
the action. The point arose in 30 & st Eliz., in an action of 
assumpsit On & pol of insurance, and it was resolved that the 
issue should be tried where the action was brought. It was, his lord- 
ship thought, important to observe that the distinction between local and 
transitory actions depended on the nature of the matters involved, and 
not on the place at which the trial had to take place. It was not called a 
local action because the venue was local, or a transitory action because the 





read a second time ia the House of Commons, and the Trustees (Con- 


venue might be laid in any 1. but the venue was local or transitory 
according as the action was 1 or transitory. It would be seen that 
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this distinction was material when the Judicature rule upon whieh s0 
turned came to be examined. He could not but lay stress 
the fact that whilst lawyers made an tion from 0 
yale in the case of a local matter occurring outside the realm for whic: 
there was no proper place of trial in this country, and invented a fiction 
which enabled the courts to exercise jurisdiction, they did not make an 
exception where the cause of action was a local matter arising abroad, and 
did not extend the fiction to such cases. The rule that in local actions the 
venue must be local did. not, where the cause of action arose in this 
gountry, touch the jurisdiction of the courts, but only determined the 
lar manner in which the jurisdiction should be exercised; but 
where the matter complained of was local and arose outside the realm, 
the refusal to adjudicate upon it was in fact a refusal to exercise 
‘nrisdiction, and he could not think that the courts would have 
led to find a remedy if they had regarded the matter as one 
within their jurisdiction, and which it was proper for them to adjudi- 
cate upon. The earliest authority of importance was Skinner v. East India 
(>. (6 St. Tr. 710) where to a question referred to them by the House of 
Lords the judges answered that, for dispossession of the petitioner’s house 
and island, he was not relievable in any ordinary court of law. Notwith- 
standing the opinion thus expressed, Lord Mansfield entertained, and in 
the cases of Captain Gambier and Admiral Palliser acted on, the view that, 
where damages only were sought in respect of a trespass committed 
abroad, an action might be maintained in this country, although it was 
one which would here be a local action. But this view had not been 
followed. An opposite decision was given in Doulson v. Matthews (4 T. R. 
503). This latter case had ever since regarded as law, and his lord- 
did not think it had been considered as founded merely on the 
cal difficulty that in this country a local venue was requisite in a 
local action. So in Mayor of London v. Coz (L. R. 2 E. & I. App. 261) 
it was clear that Willes, J., regarded an action of — to land situate 
abroad as outside the local limit of jurisdiction of Queen’s Bench. 
The distinction between matters which are transitory or personal and 
those which are local in their nature, and the refusal to exercise jurisdic- 
tion as regards the latter where they occur outside territorial limits, was 
not confined to the jurisprudence of this country. Story, in his work on 
the “‘ Conflict of Laws,’’ after stating that by the Roman law a suit might 
in many cases be brought, either where property was situate or where 
the party sued had his domicil, proceeds to say that ‘“‘ even in 
countries acknowledging the Roman law it has become a very general 
principle that suits in rem should be ene where the property is 
situate ; and this principle is applied with almost universal appro- 
bation in regard to immovable property. The same rule is applied 
to mixed actions, and to all suits which touch the realty.”’ The 
doctrine laid down by foreign jurists, which was said by Story to 
coincide in many respects with that of our common law, obviously had 
relation to the question of jurisdiction, and not to any technical rules 
determining in what part of a country a cause was to be tried. His lord- 
ship was not satisfied that either Lord Mansfield or Story would have 
regarded an action of trespass to land as a suit for personal da only 
if the title to the land were in issue; and in order to determine whether 
there was a right to damages it was necessary for the court to adjudicate 
upon the conflicting claims of the parties to real estate. The question 
what jurisdiction could be exercised by the courts of any country accord- 
ing to its municipal law could not, he thought, be conclusively determined 
by a reference to principles of international law. Nonation could execute 
its judgments, whether against persons or movables or real property, in 
the country of another. On the other hand, if the courts of a@ country 
were to claim as against a person resident there jurisdiction to adjudicate 
upon the title to land in a foreign country, and to enforce its adjudication 
in personam, it was by no means certain that any rule of international law 
would be violated. But in considering what jurisdiction our courts 
possessed, and had claimed to exercise in relation to matters arising out of 
the country, the principles which had found general acceptance amongst 
nations as defining the limits of jurisdiction were of great wi ight, 
Tt was argued that if an action of trespass could not be maintained in 
this country where the land was situate abroad, a wrongdoer by coming 
to this country might leave the person wronged without any remedy. It 
might be a sufficient answer to this argument to say that this was a state 
of things which had undoubtedly existed for centuries without any 
evidence of serious mischief or any intervention of the ture, for 
even if the Judicature Rules had the effect contended for, he did not 
think it could be denied that this was a result neither foreseen nor 
intended. But there ap to him to be solid reasons why the courts 
of this country should, in common with those of most other nations, have 
tefused to adjudicate upon claims of title to foreign land in proceed! 
founded on an alleged invasion of en ee ee to it, 
and to award damages founded on that ndication. inconveniences 
which might arise from such a course were obvious, and it was by no 
means clear to his mind that if the courts were to exercise jurisdiction 
in such cases the ends of justice would in the long run, and looking at 
the matter broadly, be promoted. It was quite true that in the exercise 
of the undoubted jurisdiction of the courts it it become necessary 
tally to investigate and determine the title to foreign lands, 
but it did not seem to him to follow that becaure such a question 
might incidentally arise and fall to be adjudicated upon, the courts 
Possessed, or that it was expedient that they should exercise, jurisdic- 


tion to try an action founded on a disputed claim of title to foi lands. 
The decisions of the courts of eg damage not, continued hie } p, afford 
any substantial support to the that the ground upon which the 


courts of common law abstained from exercising jurisdiction in relation to 
trespasses to real property abroad was onl 
venue. The terms of rule 1 of order 36, which were relied on by the - 





the technical difficulty of | real 


tiffs, were as follows :—“ There shall be no local venué for the trial of 
otherwise statute.” 
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action in this country which they would not otherwise ha As 
he had already pointed out, a person whose lands, situate in this country, 
were upon, always had a it of action in respect of the tres- 
5 e rules relating to venue did no more than regulate the manner 

fa which the right was to be enforced. But in of a trespass to 
lanil eiinate dcent Chase was no sight wf bites, Our os tages oe 
any 


the courts would neither recognize nor enforce did 


Lords Hatssury, Macnacuren, and Morris concurred.—Covnss1, 
Cohen, Q.C , Hollams, and Lord Robert Cecil ; Sir H. James, Q.0., Bompas, 
Q.C., and Willes Chitty. Soxtcrrons, Hollams, Son, Coward, ¢ Hawksley ; 
Bompas, Bischoff, Dodgson, § Coxe. 

[Reported by C. H. Grarrox, Barrister-at-Law.| 





Before the Vacation Judge. 
COLLIE v. BLOXHAM—13th September. 

Insuncrion—Mepicat Practrrrionsrs—BaLAance or ConVENIENCE— URGENCY. 

This was a motion by the plaintiff for an injunction to restrain the 
defendant from setting up or carrying on the profession or business of a 
surgeon, accoucheur, apothecary, or om ey or any profession or busi- 
ness connected therewith, or from or assisting any other person 
to practice in any t of medicine, surgery, © , Or - 
macy, in Catford, in the county of Kent, or within three miles th 
period of ten years, contrary to and in violation of the terms of a written 
ger ag entered into between the plaintiff and defendant dated the 20th 
of April, 1893. ‘The case came on for — Wright, J., sitting as 
vacation judge on August 30, when his lordship directed all deponents who 
had made adavite to b> cross-examined theron . The cross- 
examination had been taken before an examiner, and the motion now 
came on again. The agreement of the 20th of April was made 
the plaintiff, ‘‘ hereinafter called the principal,” of the one part, and the 
defendant, *‘ hereinafter called the assistant,” of the other part, and recited 
that the “‘ principal” was engaged in practice at Catford and desired 
to secure the services of pee oye one recog that the defendant hed 
roposed to become his tant upon 
The agreement then went on to provide that the defendant would 
diligently and faithfully serve the plaintiff as his medical assistant for one 
month from the date of the tand so on from time to time until 
the contract of service should be determined by either 
therein ag ; pant oe —— t — — ng observe the 
directions of the ng continuance 
service ; and that the contract of service might be terminated at any 
by either party giving the other one mon *s notice in writing. 
plaintiff was to pay the defendant a The 
ment lastly provi that for the 
assistant should not at any time during the continuance of the contract 
service, nor within a iod of ten years from the termination thereof, 
practise > cause or ares 
of medicine, surgery, 0 or p 
miles thereof, except with the written consent of ny ge yo 
tors, administrators, or assigns, and 
so practise or cause or assist any other person to practise in the district 
aforesaid, or in any way violate the obvious intent of this provision, he 
should forthwith pay to the principal, bis executors, administrators, or 
assigns, the sum of £100 a month for of 
which he should violate or continue to this 
or sume being poyetio as sevtatnsl ant Bee 
way of penalty. e plaintiff's case was 
ani, aftr he became qualified, to take a house and increased his salary in 
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defendant, and there were at eqenamenn Dove 
them, in consequence of which tiff on the 3ist of July terminated 
the agreement. The defendant . 

tiff’s case, continued to practise asa surgeon in 
The plaintiff said that the defendant was without 
he was at once restrained 
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agreement ought to be set aside. The depositions of the witnesses on the 
cross-examination were now read. The defendant was thirty-eight years 
of age, and the plaintiff thirty-three. The defendant said in cross-examina- 
tion that he was astonished at the plaintiff asking him to sign the agree- 
ment, but the plaintiff said it was a matter of form, and notwithstanding 
his astonishment he signed it. The plaintiff, he said, ‘‘ chucked’’ the 
agreement over to him to read, but he was so astounded that he did not 
read it. He also said in the cross-examination that the salary he was paid 
from the 1st of Febryary, 1893, to the date of his obtaining his diploma, 
the 15th of April, 1893, was given to him as pocket money, and that 
afterwards he received salary as a ‘‘nominal’’ partner. The plaintiff pro- 
duced receipts from the defendant, some in his own handwriting, to 
shew that the defendant had received salary as an assistant, and not as a 
partner. 

Wauient, J., granted an injunction until the trial or further order, in 
accordance with the terms of the notice of motion. In the course of his 
judgment he said that he was not at all sure which side would succeed at 
the trial. The defendant, a gentleman aged thirty-eight, had admittedly 
signed an agreement the effect of which was that the plaintiff was entitled 
in the circumstances to an injunction. The agreement should be enforced 
unless it was proved to have been waived or there was some equity against 
the plaintiff to prevent him from enforcing it. The defendant said, first, 
that the agreement should be set aside ; secondly, that it was never acted 
on; and, thirdly, that the plaintiff had induced him to incur expenses by 
taking a house. As to the first part, he could not now consider that. As 
to the other two, he was not satisfied with the defendant’s evidence. He 
was alco not satisfied with the plaintiff’s evidence, but the defendant had 
not made out his case, and he was more dissatisfied with the defendant’s 
evidence than with the plaintiff’s. On the question of the balance of con- 
venience and inconvenience his lordship said that the plaintiff had a prac- 
tice of some duration, which would be seriously interfered with if the 
defendant were allowed to practise. The defendant had not yet got a 
practice in the place in question, and he would suffer less than the plain- 
tiff if the injunction were granted.—Covnse., Marten, Q.C., and Boome ; 
Millar, Q.C., and Moore. Soxicrrons, Hempson § Elgar ; Thomas J. Savage. 

[Reported by V. pe 8. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law. } 


THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 


Tus following is Mr. Brickdale’s letter to the editor of the Times to which 
we referred last week :— 

Sir,—Mr. Lake’s position as a past-president of the Incorporated Law 
Society and as the head of one of the principal conveyancing firms of 
Lincoln’s-inn entitles his letter in your issue of to-day, deprecating the 
— of the present Land Transfer Bill, to careful consideration and 
ull reply. I will take Mr. Lake’s points one by one in the order in which 
he puts them. 

1. * Up to the present time no discussion has taken place in Parliament 
upon this proposal, and no public inquiry has been held since the Select 
Committee appointed in 1879 . . reported against making the 
system of registration of title compulsory.’’ 

As to Parliamentary discussion, the present Bill was more than three 
months before the House of Lords; it was discussed on its second reading ; 
it was considered after more than the usual notice in a full Standing 
Committee; it passed all its stages in the House of Lords—where the 
landed interest is usually thought to be fairly strong, not to say jealous— 
without a single dissent ; the Lord Chancellor, Lords Selborne, Halsbury, 
Esher, Thring, Ashbourne, Macnaghten, and other law lords took part in or 
were present at the discussions. The views of the Incorporated Law 
Society (represented in Mr. Lake’s letter) were exhaustively and on two 
separate occasions laid before every member of the House, but failed to 
find a single champion. Further, the compulsory clause of the Bill is only 
a milder form of a proposal considered and approved on three several 
occasions, in 1887, 1888, and 1889, by the whole House, and by a strong 
Select Committee, who occupied the better part of two whole sessions in 
their deliberations. 

As to the public inquiry of 1878-9, that committee sat when the Land 
Transfer Act of 1875 had been in operation barely two years, and com- 
paratively little had been done. They merely reported against the 
adoption of compulsion at that time. They said, ‘‘ To legielate for the 
reg tion of titles without, as a preliminary step, simplifying the titles 
to be registered, is to begin at the wrong end’; and again, the time may 
come when, with the help of amendments in the law / the un- 
questionable benefits of registration of title may be more generally 
appreciated.’”” They recommended ten things. Of these, three related to 
the interim establishment of deed registries, which was found impracticable, 
and two to purely theoretical matters; of the remaining five, three have 
been since carried out, and the other two are contained in the Bill. This 
is hardly a report which can be properly cited against compulsory regir- 
tration now. 

2. ‘* Prima facie compulsion is wrong, for if a system is advantageous 
it will commend iteelf. . . . The existing system has been widely 
madeknown .. . but has failed to attract.” 

Against the abstract position here asserted it may be urged, with at 
least equal force, that the conditions of land transactions in this country 
are such that a change of this kind, however beneficial in theory, has in 


practice no chance of general adoption by a volunta rocess within any | 
; ; lh J |this letter is already rather long) as matters which 


measurable distance of time. As to the alleged unattractiveness of the 
—— system of registration under the Land Transfer Act, 1875, it has of 

years succeeded so well that a greater number of estates and a greater 
value of land have been registered in the last four years than in all the 
preceding thirteen years since the passing of the Act. The compulsion 




















roposed by the Bill is tentative. It applies only to districts to be fixed 

- the Privy Council from time to time, and can be revoked by the same 
authority. The process is by a method found inexpensive in practice, and, a 
in effect, it only amounts to a ntee that the system will receiy, — 











adequate treatment all round for a sufficient time and in a sufficient 
tosupply a satisfactory test. 

3. ‘* Registration increases the dangers of fraud and forgery.” 

If by this is meant that fraud and forgery are more likely to oocuy 
under a registry system than under the existing system it seems enough j 
remark that, going no further than the firat three months of the p a 
year, there are as many as four independent reported cases involving 
errors, frauds, and forgeries of land titles, every one of whicli would hayg ~ 
been virtually impossible under a registry system. Fe 

If, however—as seems likely from what follows—it is meant that frang 
and forgery, though possibly of rarer occurrence under a registry system, — 
still, if and when they do occur, will be more disastrous than now, it 
first be asked, without much fear as to the answer, which is the better, ~ 
system which, as a general, but not by any means invariable, rule, gives 
security to the existing landholder at the expense of all other parties, ang 
has no compensation whatever for innocent victims of fraud and deceit, of 
a system in which errors are infinitely rarer, and which, when they do 
occur, provides compensation to the losing side? The rarity of errors ig 
the registry system is sufficiently proved by the fact that in the ea 
registry, out of several thousand titles now on the books constantly 
with, no injury of this class has ever occurred, and in Australia, wherg 
there are insurance funds and where registration is practically universal, ~ 
only about £14,000 has been spent in compensations in a like »eriod of 
time. 

4. The exact details of the system of compensation itself require, of | 
course, careful arrangement. Naturally, as a general rule, the register 
will be supported, and the outsider will be compensated. But to providg ~ 
for cases where this rule would prove a hardship a discretion is given, 
vested ultimately in the court, to do whatever is most just in this respect, 
It may safely be assumed that a dond fide legal holder of land will be ag 
safe under such a dispensation as he is now. To evict him and force him 
to accept money compensation in favour of the holder of a mere 
title acquired by the fraud of third parties, without the knowl: and 
without the default of the true owner, would be an act as wantonly im. 
politic as it would be flagrantly unjust. Why Mr. Lake assumes in his 
letter that the registrar would inaugurate, or that the court would uphold, 
such a proceeding it is difficult to see. It would in any case have been 
difficult, within the compass of a letter, to follow Mr. Lake into the 
various points he raises on these provisions; but the task is rendered 
practically impossible by the fact—which I hope he will forgive we for 
stating thus generally—that most of his points appear to be founded on 
an inadequate appreciation of the contents of the Bill, and of the effect 
of the Land Transfer Act on which it is founded. To suppose that the 
House of Lords would have passed such a collection of crudities—all 
against the landowner—as the examples given put forth is really an insult 
to their lordships’ understandings, which I am sure the writer could never 
have intended seriously to perpetrate. 

5. “The difficulties and delays which registration interposes to @ 
temporary borrowing from bankers.’’ 

This argument, if a valid one, would, of course, enlist the justly power. 
ful influence of bankers against the Bill. The following observations will 
shew whether it be valid or not :— 

(a) The Act of 1875 (section 81) makes special provision for equitable 
charges by deposit of land certificate. 

(6) By section 57 it provides a system of “‘ inhibiting orders”’ suitable” 
for the protection of such charges, which can be made summarily by the 
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registrar on the owners’ and bankers’ application. No ad valorem feois 1879 ¢ 
payable on these under any circumstances. (p. ¥.) 

(c) No publicity is involved at any point of the transaction. mortg 

(d) Bankers’ equitable charges are of common occurrence in Australis one in 
under the Torrens Acts, and in England in respect of all kinds of regis dation 
tered shares and stock. ’ = 

In other ways bankers and their customers and the commercial com-— I 
munity generally will be great —_— by the firm and general establish: Brickd 
ment of a register of title. It will enable them to dispense with all” lished 
investigation of title even on permanent mortgages. By reudering more of the 
gages readily transferable it will make land a much more eligible invest owner: 
ment for permanent loans than it is at present. to an 


6. *‘ Publicity seems almost a necessity of the system.’’ i 

Why ? it may be asked. The register has been private for thirty years” 
No suggestion has been made by anybody—except now by Mr. Lake and 
the Incorporated Law pe ho it should ever be otherwise. J 
suggested ground for this prediction is that the land register is usually # 
public one in other countries. But in all other countries registration @ 
title was preceded, and had been preceded for centuries, by a system @ 
public registration of all deeds—a practice which has never prevailed ® 
this country—save in a jealously limited and guarded manner in tW0” 
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counties only. ‘The point raised was fully dwelt upon by the Lord Chate- be so. 
cellor in the House of Lords, and no one there present pursued it amy” and pr 
further. By system 
7 to 9. The next three points—namely, that Sir Robert Torrens did 8 an 
register his English estates—that Lord Cairns withdrew his compulsoy” registrs 
clauses in 1875—and that he douvted in 1879 whether compulsion mig insured 
not press hardly on small proprietors—may, perhaps, be passed over the lan: 






y call for detail 
treatment at the present day. Lord Selborne’s opinion, expressed on 
gecond reading of the Bill, was entirely in favour of the compulsory 
porals, and only echoes the eentiments of the large number of high mod 
authorities already cited. 
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0. “* Lastly there is great reason to fear that if the system were made 
eeuleory it would be so worked as to become, like the Post Office, a 
source of revenue for which landowners would have to pay.’’ 

The only reason given for this apprehension is that in 1889 the Land 
Registry fees were substantially rai When the amounts of those fees 
are considered, and compared with the usual costs of conveyancing, as we 
now know them, landowners will not, I think, be so very much alarmed at 
the samples laid before them. At the same time that the fees were raised 
many remissions were made of which no mention is made. The fact was 
that the old scale—or rather one just like it under the 1862 Act—had been 

wed to be insufficient, and the Legal De ents Commissioners 

1874) had recommended tbat ‘‘ without making the fees prohibitory, they 
might be increased to such an amount as would not leave by far the larger 
portion of the expense to be met by the general public.” In small 
matters the Land Registry fees are still very low indeed. Five shillings 
now pays the fee for a £50 sale or mortgage, 15s. for £200, and so on. 
Further, the raising of the fees in 1889 was only a part of a thorough 
readjustment of the practice of the office, the total effect of which has 
been greatly to facilitate transactions and to reduce ex . This is 
sufficiently shewn by the fact already noted, that in the four years 1889- 
1892 more work has been done in the way of voluntary registrations than 
in the thirteen years 1876-1888. 

Under the above circumstances I hardly think Mr. Lake has made out a 
case for further delaying the passing of the present Bill. The main pro- 

has been before the public for upwards of twenty years. Every Lord 
a during that period has either brought in a Bill to establish it, 
or has helped others to do so. In every country in the world where regis- 
tration of title has been tried on an adequate scale it has reduced 
expenses, abolished delays, and increased security. The present Bill is 
tentative in character, and its method has been proved in numerous 
instances to be simple and inexpensive. Those who oppose it can only do 
so by ignoring or contradicting a caeg ye | universal experience, and by 
arguments against State interference in the abstract, of a width and 
solidity sufficient to jeopardize half the most useful and successful public 
institutions that have ever been established. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
©. Forrescvuz Brickpa.z, 
Barrister. 

Land Registry, Sept. 4. 

The following further correspondence on the same subject appeared in 
the Times of the 11th, 12th, and 14th inst. :— 

Sir,—Before I deal as briefly as — with Mr. Brickdale’s letter, 
may I, on behalf of landowners and the public, thank you for opening 
your columns to this correspondence, and so insuring a clear statement of 
the advantages and disadvantages of this measure? I am personally in 
favour of registration of title, but have satisfied myself by careful study of 
the Act and by practical experience that the system established in 1875 is 
inherently defective and badly worked, and on these grounds I strongly 
oppose any attempt to make it compulsory. I and those who think with 
me urge that the proper course is to perfect the system, and then allow 
landowners to adopt whichever method of conveyancing is found most 
convenient. This was the course adopted in Australia, where the system 
is not compulsory upon private owners, but only upon those who derive 
title under Crown grants made subsequent to the 1st of October, 1862. 

1. The principle of compulsion as applied to conveyancing has never 
on any occasion been discussed in the House of Commons; nor was it 
more than referred to in the House of Lords in reference to the present 
Bill, which, it may be observed, will not, if it become law, affect a single 
member of that House unless and until he becomes a purchaser. 

Mr. Brickdale questions whether the report of the Select Committee of 
1879 can be properly cited as pee compulsory registration. Its words 
(p. v.) are, ‘*It would be very difficult to force upon every purchaser or 
mortgagee in this country a mode of dealing with his pro; which not 
one in 20,000 at present adopts of his own accord,” and their recommen- 
dations are all made in the — that the system ‘‘ may be more generally 
appreciated,’’ not that it should be made compulsory. 

2. My objection to compulsion cannot be better stated than in Mr. 
Brickdale’s own words. In his able book on Registration of Title (pub- 
lished in 1886) he, writing as a skilled conveyancer and not as an official 
of the Land , says (p. 50):—No system really beneficial to land- 
owners would require to be forced upon them, and to apply compulsion 
to any system not really beneficial would be a wild inj .* 

Reforms in ae have hitherto always been voluntary, and have 
failed or succeeded according as they were or were not found useful. 
on ge Lord Brougham’s Acts for shortening deeds, which wholly 

ia Lord Cairns’ Acts of 1881 and 1882, which were immediately 


. Brickdale asserts that the Land Registry is becoming popular. 
If 80, why should it not make its own way ? Bat he does not } any 

¢ compulsion proposed by the Bill may be only partial, but need not 
beso. An order of the Privy Council may apply it to the whole country, 
and probably will do so on the ground that by no other means can the 
system he made to pay. 

8 and 4. Mr. Brickdale does not deny my point that the effect of 
registration under the Act of 1875 is to take away the safety at preseut 
to a landowner by the possession of his title deeds, and to 
the land out of his control and under the control of the registrar, with the 
result that, if by forgery or otherwise the is altered in favour of a 
third person for value and without complicity, the true owner will be 
and be left to his claim (if any) for com ion. 
or does he deny my statement that no owner who is by the Bill 

circumstan: 


be entitled to compensation from the insurance fund which the Bill 


P to create. 

The Bill, therefore, would compel a landowner to incur a danger to 
which he is not now subject without in any way protecting him against the 
consequences of so doing. 

This is not in accordance with the Australian system, nor is it inherent 

in the peculiar 


eo ey of title as such. It is a defect system 
in 1875 a ee ee eee eee . 
5. Mr. Brickdale’s reply to this is disingenuous not worthy of his 


position. He admits the validity of my 
protection by means of cautions 

are identical) and evades its force 
by means of an inhibiting 
0! instructions issued 
equitable charge can be 
its production is not req 
little security unless papas Ee 

down, ‘‘an poner. ti resorted to, as it isin the nature of an 
pa roy ney ory igre will, if his land be registered, find 

uite true that a wher . ’ very 
difficulty, delay, and expense in borrowing temporarily from his _— 
without a formal mortgage, as is the constant custom at present. 

Mr. Brickdale states that bankers’ vue frequent in Australia on 
land certificates and in this country on shares and stocks. But 
he can hardly be ignorant that in cases the banker’s security rests on 
the fact that neither the land nor the shares and stock can be dealt with 
without production of the certificate, whereas, under the system of the 
Act of 1875, ‘* the certificate is not required to be produced or altered on 

6. Whether the register will become public or not is, of course, matter 
of opinion. It has done so in e other country, and can be made 
eg at any time by the Lord Chancellor—that is, the Government of 
the day. 


i 


7 to 9 need no reply from me. The facts are not ted. 
10. That there is a strong probability that the Registry will be 


worked as a source of revenue is shewn by the undisputed fact that the 
fees were enormously increased in 1885, and it must be borne in mind 
that it rests solely with the Government of the day whether the fees shall 
or shall not be made a source of revenue. Is the of the post 
office, the telegraph system, or the hones ? 

Mr. Brickdale’s conclusion would only be justified if the existing Land 
Registry were perfect, or, at least, good. It is very inferior to that in force 
in Australia, and it will be a national misfortune if, without any inquiry 
into its working, landowners are brought under its yoke, from which, 
contrary to the Act of 1862, there is no way of ever afterward 


‘ ¥ ’ 
go OS September 8. ine “ G. Laxse 


Sir,—Will you permit another ex-President of the Incorporated Law 
Society, and a country conveyancer of many years’ practice, to reply to 
some of the arguments used by Mr. Brickdale in his answer to Mr. "s 
letter, and to express shortly the view which the country profession take 
with reference to the Bill now before Parliament ? 


Bill with reference thereto in the way of insurance. On this or 
entirely the of the article in the Times of June 20, 1890, 
when reviewing the situation, ‘“ fra’ at 

system have for many years been rare, and that ina practical point of view 
op ge ee re su 
much.’’ he opinion expressed in 
justified by the evidence taken upon 
when some of the most eminent conve: 
kingdom were examined on that head, and 
that of the late William Barber, Q C., a distinguished 
Conveyancing Bar, who said :—‘‘ In the course of a very large 
I cannot at this moment recall a single instance where on a 
sale transaction the purchaser has been ousted because of a fraud in the 
execution of a deed.’ 

In my own practice, I only recollecta single instance, and that happened 
yg ot a ago. ; 

Registration, then, either of deeds or titles, is not required to protect 


honest men and if not, for what is it required? 

case with all the ad an scan convert ; 
time, but his 
omit reference 
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objec presen he ge 

postvely the commision long verate 
questo, 


comparative advantages of title as 
registration of deeds, decided ce Se of fa registration f 
deeds with local a Mr. it, unfairly, 





compelled to register with a possessory title will under any ces 


i 













760 


draw the conclusion that a system of registration of titles prevailed in 
nearly every civilized country. 

He says, ‘‘ In every country of the world where registration of title has 
been tried,”’ &c., and, again, ‘‘ Those who Ds goo it can only do so by 
ignoring or contradicting a practically universal experience,” 

Is Mr. Brickdale aware that in the United States, in France, Italy, 
Bavaria, Hesse, Greece, and, so far as I know, in every European country 
where registration is in force, there are deeds evidencing the title, and the 
registration is of assurances ; and, in France at least, the registration fees 
amount to 5 per cent. and the legal charges from 1 to 2 per cent. ? 

So much for the “ practically universal experience’’ which we are told 
by Mr. Brickdale we shall ignore if we oppore the Bill providing for the 
registration of title, and in a scarcely veiled manner for the abolition of 
devds as evidences of title. On this last point I refer to an insidious section 
of the Bill which would appear to owe its origin to that ever-recurring 
fallacy of the theorists on the subject of registration of title, that land can 
be conveyed like stocks, by issuing on each transfer a new certificate, and 
so doing away with those deeds the value of which as evidence of identity, 
title to rights of way, light, boundary walls, and other easements practical 
conveyancers can best estimate, although, as reported by the Commissioners 
of 1879, ‘‘ Englishmen generally have a superstitious reverence for their 
title deeds.” 

I must briefly refer to other points. 

What we contend is that no sufficient cause has been shewn for the 
iatroduction of a compulsory system of registration of title. Mr. Brick- 
dale would overpower us by quoting an array of illustrious and learned 
lords who bave approved of the Bill. We have unbounded respect for the 
poesessors of these great numes, and if he could give us one great con- 
veyancing name amongst them, practical lawyers would be more disposed 
to listen to this argument, but when we remember that only three years 
ago, in the debates in the Lords, arguments were used by personages of 
the highest authority, based upon the assumption that the greatest of the 
practical reforms contained in Lord Cairns’ Conveyancing Acts had never 
come into operation, we may be excused in urging with all the persistency 
and strength in our power that, until at least the Bill has been referred to 
a select committee with power to hear evidence—the evidence especially of 
the practical conveyancer in both branches of the profession—we are justi- 
fied in continuing our opposition. 

Tn that leading article in the Times to which I have referred, the 
reforms effected by the legislation of recent years are well summed up in 
the following sentence :—*‘ Matters have been improved by the Vendor 
and Purchaser Act and the recent Conveyancing Acts, evidence of title 
abbreviated, deeds shortened, the use of technical phraseology rendered 
unneceseary, and usual and reasonable covenants implied without being 
expressed.’ We are quite ready to admit that there are other practical 
reforms which will still further improve our conveyancing system, and 
two of which, as Mr. Brickdale claims, are in the Bill and to which there 
is no objection. Such reforms would be gladly welcomed by the profes- 
sion, but we know full well, from such experience as some of us have had 
of the working of the Registration Acts of 1862 and 1875, that the intro- 
duction of a system of compulsory registration of title would be a daily 
annoyance, interposing an obstacle at every step to the present freedom, 
expedition, and secrecy with which we can transact our client’s affairs, and 
that without any benefit to the client in the diminution of costs. 

Lastly, we have asked, and asked in vain, for any evidence that such a 
vital change in the law affecting the transfer of land is demanded by pub- 
lic opinion. On the contrary, as the Times puts itin the leader from 
which I have twice quoted, and after referring to the miserable result of 
the establishment of registries under the Acts of 1862 and 1875 :—‘‘ There, 
however, stands the fact that the process, even if cheap, is not popular or 
ever likely to be so, and this is not to be explained by the theory that 
solicitors have ‘ boycotted’ the Act. We prefer to speak of it as selling 
something which few people want.’’ 

At all events, let there be a thorough sifting of the working of the present 
system, its conveniences and cost, and the anticipated benefits to be 
derived from compulsory registration, by means of evidence to be taken 
before a select committee, as to which course Mr. Gladstone apparently 
bas no objection. That, and that alone, will satisfy us. 

Birmingham, Sept. 9. C. T. SaunpErs. 


Sir,—The long letter from Mr. Lake, which you print in your issue of 
4, ably refers to many of the objections to compulsory —- 
tration of titles to land. The subject is of interest to all landowners, but 
many have a crude notion that a conveyance of land ought to be as = 
as a transfer of Consols. Lawyers know how impracticable this must be. 
I will not discuss this notion, but I think I may ask you to allow me to 
cite one or two cases within my experience which shew that any regis- 
tration of title must be productive of delay, and, therefore, serious loss, to 
owners of building estates, the registration of title to which is often held 
out as so desirable. Large estates seldom dealt with present no special 
claim to consideration, but, say the advocates of the compulsory system, 
why, in an estate intended to be cut up into a thousand plote, should 
each of the thousand purchasers have to investigate the title to the whole, 
whereas a duly-registered title with a map of the estate would simplify 
matters and ease his pocket. Now for my instances. 

Several years since some clients of mine, whose business it was to pur- 
chase estates and develop them for building, were desirous of purchasing 
& property suitable for their purpose. I advised them not to do so 
because the property was on the Land Register. They regarded my 

j as @ lawyer's prejadice, and, coutrary to my advice, agreed to 

, knowing they would have to look to me for immediate advances 

on the houses during erection, and for roads and other matters. Then 
their sorrows. We prepared and completed our conveyance, and 

our purchase-money of course. This before we could register the 
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conveyance. When, however, our conveyance, copies of which had tobe * 
rinted before it could be presented, was off at the Land Trangfee 
Office, we were told that our measurements, which had been 
taken, did not agree with the Government plan. We proved to demon. 
stration that the latter was incorrect. It shewed, in fact, a 
frontage than the vendor purported to sell. The vendor could not be 
expected to convey an excess of what his land measured, and yet at the 
Land Transfer Office it was insisted that the measurement should 
agree with the Government plan. We were informed that befors 
the deed could be registered we must get the assent of the adj 
owner, and if the measurements were agreed the difficulty 
disappear. (Fancy having to get the consent of an adj 
owner, in some cases probably jealous of his rights!) Our 
joining owner turned out perso 
said he must act under advice, and that we must pay the cost we put him 





give up the notion of getting the consent suggested, and my clients came 
to the determination that the only chance of dealing with their land with 
facility was to take it off the register, as such questions as had arisen on 
registering the whole would be still more likely to arise on regist 
portions. The matter was so serious to my clients that, notwi ’ 
the non-registration of their conveyance, my firm made them advances 
from time to time on the faith that some day the matter would be adjusted. 
Had we not done so the builders might simply have been ruined, as all 
their operations must have been at a standstill. 

I crave leave to state shortly another case which shews what can be 
done under the present system of registration of assurances as in force ~ 
in Middlesex, and how impossible it would be to follow a similar course — 
if compulsory registration of title were adopted. The transaction I wish 
to refer to was as follows:—A land speculator had purchased some small 
cottages and land adjoining a main road, the line of frontage being irre. 
gular and defined by a ditch. He cleared the ground, and then erected 
some twenty-five handsome shops. His plans were assented to by the 


mutual advantage of the owner and public. To have perpetuated the 
irregular line would have been absurd, but in making the correction there 
was some encroachment on parts of the highway, but at other points g 
giving up to the public, the result being a great improvement on the old ~ 
line. The owner anticipated selling the shops as opportunity offered and 
granting leases, and then eventually, if he did not retain the ground-rents, 
dealing with them in parcels or as a whole; but, as frequently happens, 
the property was not quite ripe for sale, and unless he were prepared to 
let at inadequate rents time must elapse before his profit could be 


Seat 


Hf ye 


i-¥ 


enhanced by the buildings, and therefore to create at once the 
ground-rents to be offered for sale. He negotiated a bat- 
gain with one of my clients to sell to him, at some reduction © 
of the price stipulated for if the transaction could be carried” 
out within about a week. Under the existing system this was i 
A form of lease to be granted to the vendor immediately after the sale ~ 
was agreed to, printed in such a way that the prints, some on parchment 
and some on paper, could be used for the engrossments or for drafts and 
copies. Memorials for registration in Middlesex were also prepared. The 
form of conveyance was agreed (the rectification of boundaries having 
been investigated), and the property as existing accepted, though varying 
in measurement somewhat from the old plots. The conveyance was” 
executed and registered, as also the leases, within the stipulated time ata” 
cost which was not onerous to the vendor, having regard to the circum-~ 
stances, and that the transaction involved the preparation of some fifty. 
one deeds and twenty-six memorials. Thus the satisfactory result was 
secured that the vendor got his money by the date stipulated. - 
Now, Sir, if comer registration had been in force it would have © 
been impossible to have got through the transaction within a week, or to — 
say in fact what requisitions might not have been made and how long # 
would have taken to satisfy objections. Further, the cost could not have 
been arranged beforehand. In a word, the dealing which was 5 
under the present system would have been impossible, and the vendor 
would have lost his chance of obtaining the money he required, and a 
the other hand the purchaser’s £4,000 or £5,000 would probably have beam 
invested on some Stock Exchange security. 
I speak with about fifty years’ experience, but for obvious reasons it 
preferable that I should not give my name. 
am, Sir, your obedient servant, : 
A Crry Soxscrros. 


Sir,—*‘ An ounce of fact is worth a ot of theory.” Clients of ¢ 
who have purchased over we | building estates in and near Lon 
bought one that had been placed on the Land Registry. They wouldn 
again willingly accept a registered title. Lxccarr, Runiusremm, & 

No. 5, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, 

London, W.C., Sept. 12. 


Sp i tr tea Aa | 


* 


FEL 


z 
E 


wont 


ae 


‘a 








There is, says the Central Law Journal, a certain judge in Chicago 
rather prides himself on his vast and varied knowl of law. 
other by he was compelled to listen to a case that been 


from a justice of the peace. The young practitioner who appeare 
the appellant was long and tedious. He brought in all the eleme 





text-books and quoted the fundamental propositions of law. At last 
judge thought it was time to make an effort to hurry him up. ‘Omg 
we assume,”’ he said blandly, ‘‘ that the court knows a little law ii 

i “That's the vi mistake { made in the lower court,’”’ answered 
| young man. ‘I don’t want to let it defeat me twice.” 














y to be a very pleasant man, but 5 


to. His surveyor was not a reasonable man, and in the result we hadte 


local authority, and shewed that the line of frontage was corrected to the A 


secured. At this juncture he desired to realize his freehold interest as “a 
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LEGAL NEWS. 


OBITUARY. 


Mr. Morcan Lioyp, Q.C., died at his residence, the Grange, Brook- 
, W., on the 5th inst., in his seventy-second year, He was born in 
922, and was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 1847. He was 
made a Q.C. in 1873 and a bencher in 1875. He was the author of “The 
Law and Practice of the County Courts” and of “‘ The Su 
Judicature Acts, 1873 and 1875.’’ In 1868 he unsu 
the Anglesey Boroughs in the Liberal interest, and at the general election 
of 1874 was returned for Beaumaris, being re-elected without opposition 
in 1880. Upon the extinction of Beaumaris as a amen borough 
he contested Merionethshire at the general election of 1885, but was 
. At the general election of last year he was again unsuccessful 
in contesting Anglesey in the Dissentient Liberal interest. He was twice 
—first, in 1848, to Mary Keith, daughter of the late Admiral the 
Hon. 0. Elphinstone Fleeming, and, secondly, in 1879, to Priscilla, only 
hild of the late Mr. James Lewes, of OCwnhyar, Cardiganshire. Mr. 
Morgan Lloyd was a magistrate for Merionethshire. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vution. 
Rosert Wiitcock and Curistoruer Byron, solicitors (Willcock & 
Byron), 49, Queen-street, Wolverhampton. Sept. 8. Robert Willcock 
l in future carry on business at 49, Queen-street, Wolverhampton, and 
Christopher Byron at 22, Lichfield-street, Wolverhampton. 
[ Gazette, Sept. 12. 





GENERAL. 


The Lord Chancellor and Lady Herschell have left town for Deal Castle, 
Kent. 

Mr. Carrington, curator of the Belvoir manuscripts, has just discovered 
some very important deeds at Belvoir Castle. One is the grant by King 
John to one of the ancestors of the Vernon family of the land on which 
Haddon Hall now stands. The deed is in splendid prerervation, and is 
dated 1199, and is the earliest charter known relating to land in that part 
of England. 


Mr. Justice Wright has, at the request of the Lord Chancellor, consented 
to act (in conjunction with Mr. Justice Williams) as the additional judge 
before whom company winding-up business will be heard. It has been 

that one of the above-named judges shall in future always 
remain in town while the other is on circuit or otherwise engaged, so that 
the winding-up business may be carried on continuously and without 
interruption at all times during the sittings when necessary. 


A curious summons, says the Daily News, for the adulteration of milk 
was heard on the 9th inst. at Marylebone. The milk supplied by the 
defendant, a farmer, had been ‘‘sampled’’ by a sanitary inspector as it 
came to the station, and had been certified to contain from six to seven per 
cent. of ‘“‘added’’ water. The defendant, however, om learning the 
result, had another supply analyzed as it came from the cow, and it then 

from eight to nine per cent. of water. There could be no doubt as 
to the honesty of the certificate, nor as to the directness of the supply. A 
respectable analyst himself saw the cows milked, and took away the milk 
forexamination. The water had, in fact, been added by Nature, under 
the provocation of the exceptionally dry season. The poorness of the food 
had diminished the solid constituents of the yield. In these circumstances, 
the magistrate had nothing to do but dismiss the summons. The 
defendant therefore left the court without a stain upon his own character, 
or upon that of the cow with the iron tail. 


In the House of Commons on the 12th inst. Mr. Greene asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether her Majesty’s Government were 
prepared to advise the application, and to apply public funds, and to what 
amount, for the purpose of establishing or maintaining, wholly or in 
part, registries and officers, or to provide for ex compensations 
t0 as to enable the provisions of the Land Transfer Bill to be carried out ; 
and whether her Majesty’s Government had computed the expense or had 
cad or soul pane mret in estimate | of the cost to the public of 

ing and maintaining the pro system of com - 
tration of title or of the revenue likely to Pe from the eee take 
rye upon registration. The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in answer, 
that the Government did not contemplate the necessity of 
public funds for the purpose of the Land Transfer Bill. A very low 
tale of fees (in lieu of existing costs of conveyance) would, in their 


, suffice for covering office expenses, so great was the number of 
transactions in land. 

In the House of Commons on the 9th inst. Mr. T. H. Bolton called 
tttention to the scandalous practice of official receivers lumping a number 
ot bad and doubtful debts together and selling them to the highest bidder. 
The debts were generally bought up for n sums by collectors 
tad county court agents, who used their power over the unfortunate 
debtors with the greatest harshness. In one case £800 worth of debts were 
told for 40s., and the purchaser managed 

costs. He aleo wished to ask why tho official receiver at Tunbridge 
Wells = allowed to have his office fo Lenten. Mr. Han called 
the report of the Inspector-General of Joint-Stock Companies, 

{which it was shewn that in one year 120 companies were wound up 
Me order of the court, 23 were voluntarily up, and 722 were 





wound up without any superintendence at all. 
these companies involved a loss of £24,000,000. 
att hed been ie en SE ee ee 
for one year only. He thought that something should be to secure 
a@ more efficient supervision 
po ye Mr. Bolton, said 
receivers to put an 
debt collectors and others of a 
were doing their best to put down the traffic, and in one instance a county 
court judge had made an order for 
one peony a month. It was found 
receiver of Tunbridge Wells should 
close to the railway station. He agreed wi! 
report of the Inspector-General of ——- 
state of affairs, but hoped that the could 
8 t Act of last year. Be & Dee segues See Se tae 
q ion of bankruptcy administration was not before the House, and 
expressed the view of legal and commervial circles deprecating the growth 
of officialism and centralization in reference to bankruptcy , 


j 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





Lxce.—Aug. 31, at 58, Union-grove, Clapham, 8.W., the wife of D. C. Leck, barrister-at- 
w, of a son. 
Makrtix.—Sept 2, at St. Fillans, Maybury-hill, Surrey, the wife of Thomas A. Martin, 
us ., barrister-at-la 

EAKIN. 


w, of a daughter. 
t. 4, at The Grange, ur Derby, the wife of James Robinson Meakin, 
solicitor, of a daughter 
Russe.. 1, at Chingleput, Madras, India, the wife of Samuel Russell, Judge 
H.M.LS., of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 


Cuarrry—Crorr.—Aug. 31, + Church, Kent, Arthur John, eldest son of the 
fice. Wie. Sastions itty, to Mary, second daughter of Sir John Croft, of Dod- 


Feravusox Peyton. . 12, at St. George’s Church, Hanover-square, William Bates 
Ferguson, M.A., <2 Leesa tom, beaniehenob-in, te ealine Alon only child of the 
late James Peyton, of Malet Lodge, Putney, 8.W. 

Surrn—Anrmitace.—Aug. 31, at the —s church, Huddersfield, o——- Smith, of the 

Teer Temoia, } a wae Helen, youngest daughter of Edward Armitage 

Wattace—Waxer. 12,'at the Pro-Cathedral, W. Wallace, 
ae et Sree ae Ne 


DEATHS. 


Mittman.—Sept 10, William Millman, of 4, Great James-street, Bedford-row, and Beech 
Brook, Chislehurst, solicitor. 
Wicknam.—Sept. 10, at Strood, Kent, Humphrey Wickham, solicitor, agud 87. 


STAMMERERS of all ages, and 


stammering children should read a book 
written by a gentleman who cured nearly 
i stamps from Mr. B. Beasiey, 
London. 


of 
after sufferi dry yam. Post-free fot 
Willesden-lane, Brondesbury, . “part ed ’ 


Warnive To trrenpine Hovss Purcuasens & Lessess.—Before or renting 


a house have the Sante arrangements examined by an from The 
fesin tnearne fran uy re, Meet Oe Vine 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fuivar, Sept. 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luorep ur Cmayorry. 

Awpaiett Humppreys, Liarrep—Petn for 
heard on Sept 13. Leesmith & Munby, 27, 
of appearing must reach the abovenamed not 

Sept 12 
“ Kyrent or Sr. Pararcx ” Tue Co, Lanrrap —Creditors are required, 
to send their names and addresses, of their debts or claims, to 
pared agra abn eaned ie ° —— 
nd p rama Cement Synpicats, Limrrsp—Creditors are spgaased, on or before Sept 
hed LOT and particulars of their or claims, to George 
ward Morewood, 158, 


Leadenhall 
Mummery & come, Loeeee— Sep Ly ny ¢ seunart rindios, up, promented 
ao Ag Notice of vasa trash tho abeweneed wenteiad tae 6 a in the 


afternoon of Sept 1 
N. & Co, Liurrep—Creditors uired, on or before Oct 13, to their names 
cade i Oe a Sean ce wlainen te teu Babes, 1, Feabeey 


and 
Cobbett & Manchester, solors for liquidator 
Natrowat Ivsvrance axp Guarantee Conroration, Liurrep—Peta for winding up, 
o— 4, Sasnctel to be hones an SeReeeeng, Tso. ee SS. 
‘or . Notice of appearing must reach abovenamed later 
than 6 0'olock in Roane afternoon of Oct 24 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Cc Sr. Capot Farexoty Socrery, Beart School, Bidaten Bept 2 
Oagndee Coane Farenpiy Socrery, Crown and Horse Inn, Gtdinnl Common, Glos. 


.. ae Lovas Merthyr Unity Philanthropic Institution, Ship Tavern, Regent 
st East, Briton 5 Glamorgan, = 2 
Repmaacey Fairexp.y Socirry, , Wores. Sept 2 


London Gasetie.—Tvusspay, 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
Laurrep mv Cmancerr. 


Iup} 8 Co: Murx Co, Liurrap—Creditors are 
Stn in pra ts Gains to i ly a 
are 


Ba.vrorp Longe Co, Laurep tha deb datne, >: 


ES Soe Semen a Con 





ms befure Sept 
Enamtre 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Tusspay, Sept. 5. 


Fettruam, Grorcr, Portsea, Hants, Solicitor Sept 30 Hart v Ward, Kekewich, J 
Michell, Buckland, Portaea 
London Gazette—Tvespay, Sept. 12. 


Carver, Witu1am, Manchester, General Carrier Oct14 Barlow v Carver, Registrar, 
Manchester Collier & Carver, Manchester 
Howakrp, Cuarves, jun, Thanet st, Burton crescent, Dealer in Horses 


sen v Fletcher, Chitty, J Johnson & Dowding, Moorgate st 


Oct 1 Howard, 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Aug. 29, 
Buisset, Hexry, Letton, co Hereford, Clerk in Holy Orders Sept 15 Upton & Co, 
“Austi ‘ 


ustin 
Butzock, Jaye, Coton Hill Asylum, Staffs November1 Colborne & Co, Newport, Mon 
Dixon, Janes, Wheatley, Ovenden, Halifax, Innkeeper Sept 25 Barstow & Midgley, 
Halif. 


ax 
——-,. Josuu a "aac Llangyby, co Cardigan, retired Farmer Oct 2 


Sicumaient Tae Jam, Beechgrove, Kington, Hereford Oct 1 Temple & Philpin, Kington 
Dyer, Gairrirus, Larkhall, Bath, Yeoman Oct 31 Vezey, Bath 

Haxpcastie, James, Scarborough, Gent Sept 30 Drawbridge, Scarborough 

Joux, Sauvet, Bedwellty, Mon, Clerk in Holy Orders Dec1 Llewellin, Newport, Mon 


Jouxsox, Avcustus Srexcer, Boughton Aluph, Gent Sept 23 Elliott, Verulam bldgs, 
Gray’ s inn 
Law, Hawxwan, Sach rd, Upper Clapton Oct 12 Bristow, Greenwich 


Means, Hanniet Wetces, Norfolk sq Oct 10 Gwilt & Gwilt, Duke st, Adelphi 
Muscrave, Cuartorre Matiipa, Bath Oct 31 Brown & Woolnough, Lincoln’s inn 
fiel 


Povtrtox, Janne, Hertford, Grocer Oct 12 Spence & Co, Hertford 
Regs, Wit.1am, Caerwiga Isha, Pendovian, Glam, Farmer Oct 7 
Ricnagps, Cuantorre Many, Bath Oct 21 Rooke & Coker, Bath 

Ricnarpsox, Trworny, Ockbrook, co Derby, Gent Oct 24 J & W H Sale, Derby 


Roserts, Sanan, Ruthin, co Denbigh Sept 1 Jones & Co, Queen Victoria st 


Bradley, Cardiff 


Row.anp, James, Little Meolse, nr Hoylake, co Chester, Gent Sept 12 Newman & 
Kent, Liverpool 

Surrn, Many Axx, Worthing Oct10 Holmes, Worthing 

Suepizy, Saran Wiis, Parkventon, Sithney, Cornwall Sept 16 Walker-Tyacke, 


on 
Tarye.., Henry Aryowp, Clerkenwell rd, Silversmith Sept 30 Lucas & Ward, Copthall 


avenue 
Watrens, Gronce, Edgbaston, Commercial Traveller Sept 30 Bristow, John st, Adelphi 


Wuirtixetoy, Jous, Fulbeck, Lincs, Gent Sept 23 Jessop & Co. Sleaford 
Wickuan, Josrru, Temple Sowerby, Westmrld, Doctor of Medicine 


Shepherd, Penrith 
Wi.psurrs, Wii11am, Cheetham, Manchester, Builder Sept 16 Hislop, Manchester 
Walbrook 


Youse, Joux, Upper st, Islington, Grocer Oct9 Price & Sons, 
London Garette.—Fripay, Sept 1. 
donne, See Fountaixe, Ossett Vicarage, nr Wakefield, Clerk in Holy Orders Oct 
1 - 


yhills, Darlington 
Bicxronp, Muscrave Here Wensser, Exeter, Jobmaster Oct 9 R T & H Campion, 
Peed, Whittlesey, nr Peter- 


Exeter 
Boyce, Jous, sen, Whittlesey, Isle of Ely, Gent Sept 30 


Bramuarr, .. Moncrieffe rd, Sheffield Oct 15 Smith & Sons, Sheffield 
Brows, Cuaries, Warwick, Cabinet Maker Nov2 Handley & Co, Warwick 
Butwock, sa Finglesham, Northbourne, Kent, Gent Sept 23 Emmerson & Co, 


Berrtos, Sosnaaes, Saltfleet, Lincs, Miller Novi Allisons & Allisons, Louth 
Cuertuam, Hanniet, Withington, nr Manchester Oct 11 Farrar & Co, Manchester 
Crar, Many Axx, New Leeds, Leeds Oct1 England, Halifax 

Davis, Hanatet, Monaco Oct1 Abrahams & Co, Old Jewry 

Davis, Jase, Arundel gardens, Kensington park Oct 3 Budd & Co, Austinfriars 
Dossox, Exiiy, Kirby in Cleveland, Yorks Oct 14 North & Sons, Leeds 

ear * te Basten Bicxertox, Whitbourne Hall, nr Wcreester, Esq Oct 10 Worthington 


Evaxs, Susaxxan, ‘Eide, IW Oct7 Fardell, Ryde 

Fortaxzav, Lovisa, Robinson rd, South Hackney Oct10 Morten & Co, Newgate st 
Powzexr, Janes, Louth, Architect Nov 1 Allisons & Allisons, Louth 

Goutvrnors, Eowanp, Kensington pk gardens Oct 1 Taylor & Co, Bradford 

Havas, Many Axx, Ladhill, nr Huddersfield Oct 1 Laycock &’Co, Huddersfield 
Hezap, Grore z, Aston, Somerville, Glos, Clerk in Holy Orders Oct 4 Byrch & Cox, 


Hanies, | 
| Ryatus, Jouy, Sheffield, Horn Turner Novi Clegg & Sons, Sheffield 


Oct 3 Bleaymire & Hay, Frances Maniz, Cheyne court, Chelsea Oct 5 


| Wiruiams, Harriet Mary, Bath 


| Hu — Jou James, Cepemews, Bayswater, Cab Proprietor Sept 30 Fanny 


| Austiy, Josern, Bishop’s rd, Highgate, Solicitor 
| Bedford row 
Siam, Vasa, Halesworth, Suffolk, retired Confectioner 





Sinem, Rosert, Plymouth, Superannuated Joiner Dec 30 hechen & Co, Plymouth 


Hriis, Ossorne Josepn, Royal Leamington Spa, Veterinary Surgeon Oct 14 Woo 
& Co, Coventry 





ley crescent, 
Fense00b, Jo Loy Jewin st, nn, Fancy Goods Importer Sept 30 Double, 
oy 


eae S yn Rhos, nr Colwyn Bay, Hotel Keeper Sept 12 Stu 
Colwy n Bay 


Kixo, Caruertine, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler Oct 4 Quilliam, Liverpool 

Kxarr, Emma Avocusta Marrua, Cirencester place, Marylebone Sept 30 Paget, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Lapraik, Jouy Stewart, Talbot ert, Gracechurch st, Merchant Oct 31 Brooks @ 9 
Godliman st, Doctor’s Commons 

Luwx, CAROLINE Sopura, Leamington Spa Oct1 Sanderson, Warwick 

Mackay, Wit.14m, Norton, nr Malton, Yorks, Surgeon Oct 23 Estill, Malton 


NewrTon, Horace pRaaam, Lower Sloane st, retired General Sept 20 Filadgates, Or 

cou 

Paerresoun, Cuartes, Exmouth, Devon Sept 30 Hunters & Haynes, New sq, Line 
coln’s Inn 

Ramsay, Ricnarp Harais, Laurence Pountney hill, Contractor Nov 1 Matthews, 
coln’s inn fields 

Rerson, Dina, Bolton, Draper Sept 30 Nield, Liverpool 

Rovre.t, Jouy Stuart, Richmond, Surrey, Esq Oct 1 Robins & Co, Lincoln’s inn fi 


Russet, Ricnarp, Leicester, Gent Sept 30 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 








pe, 














Scarr, Bexsamty, Birmingham, Stuff Merchant Sept 30 Hammond, Bradford if 
Scort, Gzorce, Queen’s rd, Peckham, formerly member of firm of Charles Kinloch @ 

Co Sept 30 Kerly & Co, Gt Winchester st 
Stitt aie Hewry Cuanrves, Cluddeley, nr Wellington, Gent Oct 13 Carrane, Wellingtaay 
Srronum, ao «, Church st, Edgware rd, Baker Oct 2 Fox, St Mary’s sq, Pouldingtag 
Tock, Water Barser, Euston rd Oct 30 Rawlinson, Bedford row 
Tyrre.t, Georce NuGent, Slough, Bucks, Esq Oct 10 Shakespear, John st, Bedford roy” 
Wiixixson, Witiiam Henry, Withington, Lancs, Cigar Merchant Oct 8 Preston & Son, 

Manchester 

Oct 4 Stone & Co, Bath 
Witsox, Tuomas Wuaitina, Holloway rd, Chemist Sept 5 Steele, Telegraph st 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 5 

Nov 1 














ao & Sons, Chapels, 


Oct 16 Cross & Ram, 
eswort. : 
Batpwinx, Bensamin, Loughborough, Jeweller Sept11 Baldwin, Bristol 


Bar.ow, Exizasetu, Buckhurst hill, Essex Nov1 Hunter & Downes, Coleman st 
Downes, Wiiu1am, Newport, Salop, retired Gamekeeper Sept 14 Carrane, Wellington — 
Dunspar, Epwarp, Manchester, Mill Furnisher Oct 13 Marriott & Co, Manchester 


Epwarps, ALrrep Newsuam, Brunswick gardens, Campden hill, Kensington, Esq Oct a 
Howe & Rake, neery lane 


| Fernie, ALExanpEeRr, West Hartlepool, Ship Store Chandler Sept 14 Brunton & Bunting, 


| Gnaee, 4 — Ladywood, Birmingham, Provision Dealer Sept 15 


est Hartlepool 


Wingfield, Wool Exchange, 


Basinghall st 

Hepiey, Tuomas Fexwick, jun, Dinsdale Park, nr Darlington Oct 1 Botterell & Roch 
Sanderland 

Hers, Ausert, Esq, Cornhill Sept 30 Tatham & Proctor, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Kemsiz, Henry, Overtown, Swindon, Esq Oct 18 Vertue, New Burlington st 


Lowe, Zpemte, Fustyfynen, Llanegwad, co Carmarthen, retired Tollgate Keeper Oct 
shop, 
Masoom, ¥ Epwarp Henry, Cavendish villas, Southgate rd, Wood Green, Surgeon Ochi 


earman, Gresham st ; 

Mixyer, Rosert, Adlington, Lancs, retired Engineer Sept 19 Miller, Chorley #4 

Moowx, Epwarp, Mincing lane, Merchant Oct1 Hollams & Co, Mincing lane : 

Mokrritt, Axy, Clifton, York Oct 20 Turner, York 

Mosiey, Tom, Sandal Magna, nr Wakefield, Commission Agent Oct 28 Stewart & Oy” 
Wakefield . 


Pixyixeton, Row.anp, Manchester, Innkeeper Oct7 Spafford, Manchester 

Povu.ton, James, Hertford, Grocer Oct 12 Spence & Co, Hertford 

RamssoTHam, Wavrer Basyetr, Amwell st, Myddelton sq, M.D., Brigade Surgeod 
(retii 


red) Novi Hunter & Downes, Coleman st 
Rex, Gzorcz, Newcastle upon Tyne Oct 13 Kidd, North Shields 


Scantiesury, Wii114M Oxtver, Aldrington, West Brighton, Gent Oct 5 Stileman & 

, Bou uthampton st, Bloomsbury sq ; , 
Siucock, Iszagy, Broadclough, Bacup, Lanes, Farmer Sept1é6 Wright, Bacup & 
Brown & Co, - 


¥ 


| Surry, jManoaner Cot.ixewoon, Aycliffe, co Durham Oct 2 Fenwicke, Newcastle 
} 


ne 0 Wituram, Blindley Heath, Horne, Surrey, Farmer Nov 1 Head & 
East Grinstead 


Wit114ms, Rosamoxp Hansury, Dorking, Surrey Oct 14 Sladen & Wing, Delehay ¥ 


Westminster ; 
Wvart, Joux Witt1am, New Mills, co Derby. Licensed Victualler Sept 90 Wi 


New 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


Janmay, Joun, Hove, Sussex, Wheelwright Brighton Pet 
Aug 22 Ord 5 


Meptaxp, Jou Braxpon, Beseugh, London bridge, 0 
cian High 


Fe 






Hidden 


i 


arta? 


iy 


Tai 


Court Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 eC 
London Gazetie.—Fuivar, Sept 8. Jom, ous, B | me Baker Bury 8t Edmunds , Merewrruer, h A Hereford, “Gent Hereford an Bansars, Jc 
EIVIN ERS | et Sept 5 4 Bre , 
REC NG ORD 4 Kerswe., Prepericx Moroax, Ceci. Hersert, Saucer Eve ann Istep, Survey, W 


Axsaxis, Cunisrornez, Pannal, nr Harrogate, Butcher 
York Pets 5 


5 Ord 
Baremuas, Evwis, Knightrider st, Carman High Court 
Augi7 Ord Sept 4 
Bates, Taouas, nr Rotherham, Boot Dealer 
Pet Sept 6 6 
Cuamezns, Joux Tuomas Jon, orth, Staffs, Rope Cardiff, Pet 
Birmi ‘et Bept 5 Ord Bept 6 Loosemone, Joux, Chepstow, Mon, 
Wigan Pet Sept 6 Mon Pet 5 Ord 6 


Dersaz, Joux, Wigan, Stationer 
Ord 5 


Giunesrr, Tuoxas, Cornsay, co Durham, Tailor Durham | 
Pet Aug 2% Ord Bept 5 

Icemax, Hewey Basranv, M th 
Mon Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 


Lucas, JAMES, 
Sou! 





AO, Hastings, Clerk Hastings 
Kixo, Josern Antuur, Bath, Confectioner Bath Pet Sept 
4 Ord Bept 4 
ey Jou n'y Or Bradford, Tobacconist Bradford 
Pet 


Lioyp, Jonx aeaaon a Witiitam rw ~ 1 WILLiaMs, | 
Cardiff 4 


Northampton Pet Aug 18 Ord | 








Evwarp Percy Morcayx, Southampton, Contz 
Southampton Pet 4 Ord : 

Oxucuanp, A.rrep, Exeter, Optician Exeter Pet ® 
( 


rd 4 
Owen, Sous Runcorn, Draper Warrington Pet 
4 











Forman? Tuomas J AmEss, finely, Ironmonger 





enna ‘ewport, 





Ravens, Sonn, 8 Swansea, Sack Dealer Swansea Pet : 

4 3a 

Ricuzs, Cuantes, Cavendish, Suffolk, Headmaster 
Grammar School Pet et Bept 6 : 





mown, Coach Builder | 
Pet Bept t 5 Ord Sept 5 
| Mary, Cuantes Parsons, 
Newport, ainptonshire, Farmer 

Sept 6 






sa 
Met opt O° Ord Bepe 6 





North- | 







Rosingson, = 
Manufacturer 





Ff 


i 


Hi 


M4 
i] 


3 
3 


> 


“ale 














v8, Line 


n & Son, 


hapel a, 


a st 
lingtom 
ster 

oq «Octé 


Bunting, 
xchange, 


yer Octt 
1 Ot 


art & Oy, 


» Surgeom 


tileman &* 


r Co, Bie 
astle upas 
 & Sous, 
Jelehay 
» ‘Walk, 
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Engineer . 
grarvoen, J 1s Bitoni Bante Organ Builder Hanl 
rom an Werrington, Soke re is 
Pupsiey, pend T aker 
Pet Bept 5 Ord 
Ture, JouN, Hereford, Builder Hereford Pet Sept 5 
5 


Cuaries, and Eowin Cuartes Davies, Wood st, 
ka “ nh Oourt 


an arehousemen 

6 Sept 6 

worm, A me + maaan Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet 
5 


. Asraoxy Mannina Norton, Wores, Farmer 
Warnes Ord Sept 5 


‘orcester Pet A’ Sep 
eames, Rosekrt, Castle ¢ Cary, Somerset, Hotel Proprietor 


Yeovil Pet Aug 22 Ord eons 4 
WoorsTo, ey. Balaclava rd, Bermondsey, Coal 
Merchant High Court Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 6 


oe MEETINGS. 


AywaKLy, Demusoestan Pannal, nr Harrogate,. Butcher 
Sept 18 at 12.30 Off Rec, York 

Bancuay, Wittam, Newcastle on Tyne, Merchant Sept 
15 at 11 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Bareuay, ARTHUR Henry, Greenwich, Emery Wheel 
Manufacturer _ 15 at 11.30 24, Railway approach, 
London Bri 

Baremay, —¥ Kni, — st, Carman Sept 15 atl 
Bankruptcy bidgs, y st 

Buacxsvry, Samvet, H ~ Cheshire, Painter Sept 15 at 

8 Ogden’s chmbrs, e st, Manchester 

ie. Curtis, Heigham, orwich, Grocer Sept 16 at 11 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Boots, Jaye, an Eowix Boorn, Pancras rd, King’s 
Cross, Coal - eee Sept 18 at 12 Bankruptcy 

, Care: 


ey st 
Davies, Moran, late of woe Mon, late Woollen 
Merchant Sept 15 at 3 ff Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, 
Bridge st, Manchester 
Dickrxson, FarEnicr, Wi114m, Mount View rd, Stroud 
Green, —? Agent Septisat 11 Bankruptcy 
Care’ 


Dyxpak, JOHN, Wigan, Stationer Sept 1s&t11 16, Wood 
st, Bolton 


Bowarps, Epwarp Jony, and James Witttam Maowna, 
Gutter lane, ene "rena Sept 15 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Care; = fe 

aoe, ALF wide, Old ewe Draper SeptiSat12 Bank- 

3, Carey 

— ETER, jun, Tidgehill, Stalybridge, Farmer Oct 
§at 12.45 Townhall, Ashton under Lyne 

Gascorxe, FrepeRick, Tuomas Beynett, Samvuet Woop, 
Samve. Sreruenson, and Gzorcs Hoaaarp, Dronfield, 
ee, Coal Miners Sept15 at4 Angel Hotel, 
Chesterfield 

Gurritas, Taomas, and Bexyamin Grirritrus, Blaentreole, 
Liangeler, Carmarthenshire, Farmers Sept 16 at 11 
Off Rec, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 

GnossuiTH, Gzorcz, Brockenhurst, co o—wy > late 
Schoolmaster Sept 18 at 12 Off Rec, 4, East st, 
Southampton 

amr Frank, Hendon, no occupation Sept 21 at 
8 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Joxes, Josnaua Evans, Barry Dock, Glam, Chemist Sept 


Ziatil Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Joszen, Jacos, Whitechapel rd Sept 15at1 Bankruptcy 
ldgs, Carey st 


Ksow.es, Tuomas, Earlestown, Lancs, Tailor Set 15 at 
8.30 Ogden’s ~~) Bridge st, Mancheste 

Lewis, Sam, Leeds, Boot Maker * of Ree, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

urmz, Joux Donie, Barrow in Furness, Bank Manager 
Bept 15 at 11 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 


Sept 15 at 11 


ess 

Locas, James, Eastlei igh, co Southampton, Coach Builder 
_— 21 at 3, Off 4, East st, Southampton 

Lrox, A, formerly Sun st, insbury, Importer of Oriental 
Manufactures Septl5at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 


street 
Mrans, J E, St Anne’s, Lewes, Race Horse Owner Sept 
¥ * 12.30 Off Rec, 24, Railway approach, London 


ge 
Mepuaxp, Joun Branpox, Borough, London Bridge, 
— Sept 18 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 


Mowe 1 Tins Gt Yarmouth, Butcher Sept 19 at 10.30 
Lovewell Blake, South Quay, Gt Yarmouth 

Morgax, Crcr. Henpert, Samuet Evecanp Isrep, and 
Eowarnp Percy Morcay, Portawood, Southampton, 
Contractors Septisat3 Off Rec, 4, East st, South- 


ampton 
Oscuanp, Atrrep, Exeter, Optician Sept 18 atil Off 
eter 
Owss, Jony, 4 aes < Oct 6 at 11.15 Court House, 


Puniirs, SamuEn wins LIAM, Neath Abbey, Glam, Licensed 
Victualler Sept 15 at 12 Off Reo, 31, Alexandra rd, 


Pirvpgit, Eowarp Henny Rosert, East Moors, Cardiff, 
Butcher Sept 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, 


Pocock, eae Reading, Butcher Sept 15 at 12 Queen’s 


ng 
Roseers, Jonx, Cefpmawr, Denbighshire, Grocer Sept 15 
ats Crypt! chmbrs, Chester 
Suepiey, WituiaM Joux, Meden Bank, nr bo, = Lage 
ty, Bent 15 at 12 Off Reo, St Peter's Church walk, 


am 
Surru, Bicuarp Artuvur, Stoke upon Trent, Brick Manu- 
facturer Sept 19 at 12 North Stafford Hotel, Stoke 


br Jens, 
Joux, Axxrz Barnara, Cheltenham, Boarding House 
Bept 16 at 4 County Court bidgs, ten- 


Tuomas, Wittiam Bowex, Tirphil, Glam, Monumental 
Sept 15 at 12 Off Reo, 65, High st, Merthyr 


Wies, Eowarn Taytor Lowestoft, Sani Plumber 
Bept 16 at 11.30 Off Reo, 8, King st, Norwich 








Wu Wiis McDanr Fontardulais, Glam, 
Lewnied Victualler Sept t 15 22 Off Rec, Alexandria 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
ANNAEIN, ay tiga Ry my Sd Harrogate, Butcher 
he bi Botherham, Boot Dealer 
Sept 6 


Bett, Harotp Fraser, Malden A Kentish To 
Licensed a Beton, Ms Court Pet July 25 


Barges, Taoma: 


Be.vamy, ge ye 


High Court a7 “Ord Sept « - 36h oe, * 
Buieat, Ropert, en Cardiff Pet Sept 1 


5 
Boorn, Janz, and Epwry Boorn, Pancras rd, King’s om, 
Coal Merchants bg Fo Pet 1 0 Sept 5 
ee Liverpool, Hosier verpool Pet July 
Cuarrett, Artucr J, Oxford st, cry of 
D’Oyly & Co High Court Pet Aug 1 On 
Pet Sep - Ord 


Cusnenem James, York, Labourer Y 
2 


Convey, Jony, Brighton, Public Accountant Brighton 
Pet Aug ll O t 5 


Cowan, ALEXANDER, rd, Brixton, Hot Water 
Court Bet Ang Ord Bept 6 
Dowoan, ALEXANDER, - rneanes Chemist Poole Pet 
June 28 Ord 
Stalybridge, Farmer 


Giover, Peres, a Ridgehill, 
——- Pet Aug 30 idee g 

=, oun LAWRENCE, ey , Somerset, Plumber 
Bri Pet Aug8 Ord Sept 6 

Ittmann, Henry Basrano, Monmouth, Seedsman New- 
port, Mon Pet J Ord 


5 
Ince, Groros, Stu Ashton in Makerfield, 
Lanes, Provision Dealer igan Pet Aug 10 Ord 


duane Curves, Churchdown, Brewers’ Architect Glou- 
cester Pet Augll Ord Sept 6 
se, Ang 90 Ord a, Pork Butcher Brighton 
u 
Jub, pon — > - Baker Bury 8t Edmunds 
Pet Sept rd Sept 


mat Frepericx eas: Hastings, Clerk Hastings 
Pet Sept 6 Ord 
Bath Pet 
Luoyp, Joun Tuomas, and Wituam Artuur ha a 
, Grocers Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 
Lanes, Jann, a Mectieig’ co ond pete, Coach Builder 
tgp (ll 
mi Waurs t Hereford Pet 
4 
MEeRrRELL, ioe Tunbridge Wells, N r Pro- 
prietor Tunbridge Wells Pet Aug 4 4 
Canmaa, Sostinn eter, Optician Exeter Pet Sept 4 
4 


P 
Owns, Joa Runcorn, Draper Warrington Pet Sept 4 
4 


Kine, Josepn Arrnur, Bath, Confectioner 
Bept 4 Ord Sept 4 


Owens, Jonn Wavan, Hove, Sussex, Professor of Music 
righton Pet Aug 31 a yy 
Porter, Wittiam, Deptford, Kent, Firewood Merchant 
Greenwich Pet Aug 3 Grd Sept 4 
Pauste, Lovis Grorox, Eastbourne, Fine Art Dealer 
Eastbourne Pet Aug 10 Ord Sept 4 
mee TY Swansea, Sack Dealer 
4 
Ricugs, Cuntane, Cavendish, Suffolk, Head Master of 
Grammar School Colchester Pet Sept 6 Load * A 
eemeen, CHARLES Journeyman Sa 
ng Ey et Bove 6 8 Ord Bept 6 
antwich and 


Rocersoy, 5 oe, Northwich, 
Crewe Pet Aug 30 Ord Sept 5 
Rowsorrom, == ry Sane Cel bone” Electrical 
t 6 
a H tH, Shao, Ke Kent, Jeweller Greenwich Pet 
Geesmn a Freperickx, Noel Park terrace, Wood 
Green. aoy Edmonton ay te be Ord Sept 4 
as As, Jom, a “y Glam, Auctioneer Pontypridd 
Terese ae Hereford, Builder Hereford Pet Sept 5 
oes Barnet, Herts, Auctioneer Barnet 


une 23 2 
Watkins, jm Glam,Grocer Cardiff Pet 


Weaver, CHARLES, co Durham, House Furniture 
Maker et. 


Pet Augl1 Ord 
Wep.akg, ~~! Rg = — yond Sept | 
Worcester Ord Sept 


pl rien acts anion. 
Mere, Witwram, Sheffiel 
April 


VENABLES, 
Pet J 


a, Innkee Sheffield Adjud 
15, 1878 Annul Aug 24 ai 


London Gasetie—Tunsvay, Sept 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
due, Ricuarp, Bradford, Umbrella Maker Bradford 


6 . 6 
Barnes, Bournemouth, Plumber Poole 
Pet Aug Needy + 
—— son, Tipton, Tailor Dudley Pet Aug 10 


Bourpevarn eS Beech ag Feltham, Advertising 

Agent Kingston, Surrey Pet April 21 Ord Aug 81 
eS .~y ans Solicitor’s 
Cuan, At Avian W Wise oe, ao, aide Newport, 
culpubonn py Aue ma Heaton, Newcastle 


Clerk Newcastl Pet Sept 9 Ord 
Cupprarsox, mony s aut Kingston en a 


Du Gro , Solicitor Guildford 
"Pet Bept 9 Ord ay 


9 
st, Ross, Herefordshire, Clothier 


Evans, ALrrep, 
Hereford Pet Sept @ Ord Bept 9 








Evenerr, Laws, Sowerby, Yorks, Grocer Chester Pet 
Faveuiy Auruxo Baouas, Hereford Bayswater, Builder 
Count a ee ee or 


—— me, Gono 
ober 





Greatsack, WILLIAM oe —s Staffs, Butcher 
Garey, Eanest, rd, Haverstock Hill, Gent 


30 ee 
Haw, | eee suet +, mated 
Hammo: aus AMU! Somerset, Draper 
Bridgwater Pet Sant sent 8 
Hityer, Georor, Decorator Cheltenham 
Pet 7 Ord Sept 7 


Howak: BERT, Droylsden, Lancs, Watchmaker Ash.- 
ton unter 1a Lyne and Stalybridge Pet Sept 7 Ord 


Houpsow, Wiiu1aM J, and Percy Seaman, Saget 
rokers Pet 
J rn Tice Gracechurch st High 


Jounson, 


urch st, 
Ord 
Pet hog 18 


Joyce me ie see 
Court Pet 


Atrrep Jou 
Builder Burton on Trent Pet 
Morais, sarean, SN, Briel. Pet 
Nasa, Freperice, Dry Drayton, Cambs, Farmer Cambridge 

Pet Sept 7 Grd Sept 7 

ter, South a 
High Court Pet Sept 8 
8 

yr Joux Bg my] Gt * Soeey’ Fish Merchant Gt 
Paart, J ave, ae Stockport, 

“Painter Stockport uae Sra Sept 
sing Re BopeT Ord Stapleton, ethos, Carpenter 
RicHarps, bey ares, Stooreate st, Tailor High 


9 Ord 


ees, Josern, 


Suirua, Guanes H ae \ ae Avovustus Sutra, 
Netherton, Wores, pig Fanon Pet Sept 5 


Swarr, EE York, Fruit Merchant York Pet Sept 
7 ‘Ord Sept 7 

Srencer, WILLIAM Jame, me ONT inn rd, Optician High 
Court Pet 


a, Gaonct, Caesar, Bucks, Bootmaker Aylesbury 
Titstox omas, Sunderland, Clerk in Holy Orders 


Pet June 24 Ord Sept 8 
Waker, Joux, ly Leics, Farmer 
Pet 7 Ord 


Leicester Sept 7 
Wares oe Georoe, York, Glass Dealer York Pet Sept 8 
Wuirteueap, Retink Idle, nr Bradford, Bazaar Proprietor 
Pet Sept7 Ord 7 


Bradford 
WILKINSox, ones Grocer Bradford Pet 
Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 


Wisox, Se Axrt, Gloucester, Plumber Glou- 
Wisnaart, Gaeees Dewars, diverpol, Tobacoo Broker 


Li Ord Sept 7 
beter yh FF Exchange High Court Pet 
Weses Gponen Anam, Grimsby, Fisherman Great 


The Selipaing enentes oxi notice is substituted for that pub- 
in the London Gazette of Aug 11 :— 
Waris James, a Staffs, Bootmaker Tunstall 


Ord Aug 
ee belie Canon 6 ineietiietal Ser Gant pub 
in the London Gazette of Aug 25 


oe — = Friday st High Court Pet 


pokes notice is substituted for that 
— Taba in the London Gazette of Sept 5 :— sas 


Painter 
“Mire 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
dome, Seas Bordesley, Tailor Sept 22 at 


my BY Een an wane 


as, Surrey, Gree Gept 19 at 11.90 


a mae Ao Bept 20 
. toy ae o# 
a gy ets i 

Merchant Sept 20 at 11 remeron 

aye | ates Bopt 21 at 12 Duildings, 

Cannan ss, en Vitra Sept Ql atil Bank- 


Arey 
Arum 
, Jonn 


atli Off Reo, 
Buaxop, Jossra, 


couitmon sot, Wh Hotel Sept Mats OF 
Dacwosray, Jonare, Besta Se 
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Evans, Eowarp, Bargoed, Gellygaer, Glam. Desper Sept | 


20 at 12 Off Rec, 65, High st, Merthyr Ty 
Evans, Witi1am. Tanymynydd, Liabedrog, Carnarvonshire, 
28 at 1145 Police Court, Portmadoc 
Gouian, Joun, Sundorn Grove, nr Shrewsbury, Farmer 
26 at 2.30 Off Rec, Talbot chmbrs, Shrewsbury 
Gravett, Taomas, Burnley, Chemist Sept. 20 at3 Ex- 
cl Hutel, Nicholas st, Burnley 
Gairritus, Osmoxn, Maxfield, Kinlet. Salop, Wood Hoop 
Maker Sept 19at3 Miller Corbet, solicitor, Kidder- 
minster 
Harpy, Martty, Darlington. Joiner Sopt 20 at 3 Off 
Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Jongs, Wittiam Tomas, Nelson, Lancs, Insurance Agent 
Sept 20 at 2.30 Exchange Hotel. Nicholas st, Burnley 
Kixe, Josxrn Artuvr, Bath, Confectioner Sept 27 at 12 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristo! 
Kueprer, Joun Barris. Bradford, Tobacconist Sept 21 
at1l Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 


Lows, Iexatz, Newcastle on Tyne, House Furnisher Sept | 


21 ati1 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 
Masco, Epwarp Catiey, Metal Exchange bidgs, Cutlery 
Manufacturer Sept 20 at 10.30 Off Rec, Figtree lane, 


Mipp.etoy, Toomas Henry, Brighouse, Draper Sept 20 
at 11 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Moors, Atrrev Junx, Measham. Derbyshire, Coachbuilder 
Sept 19 at 3 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on 


Murere.y, Joux Tuomas, Birmingham, Painter Sept 21 at 
12 23 Colmore row. Birmingham 

Nasu, Feepericx, Dry Drayton, Cambs, Farmer Sept 22 
at12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Pitts, Joun Eowarp, Rochdale, Painter Sept 19 at 11 


Townhall, Rochester 

Powe.t, Groner, Middlesborough, ; ate Sept 20 at 
3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesboroug 

Paewetr, Tuomas, Fishponds, Stapleton, Glos, Carpenter 
oF at 12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, 


Roperts, Ricwarp, Collier st, Clerkenwell, Milk Carrier 
Sept 2iat11 Bankraptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Rosixson, Cuantes, Bath. Journeyman Sausage Skin 
Manufacturer Sept 27 at 12.15 Off Rec, Bank 
chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
Rowsorrom, Setiva Parcurpimse Annie, Derby, Electrical 
Engineer Sept 20 at12 Off Rec, St James’s chmbrs, 
Derby 
Serrer. Wittiam, Y«trad, Rhondda, Glam, Grocer Sept 
19at3 Off Rec, 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Saaxesezare, Joux, West Bromwich, General Smith 
Sept 29 at 2 County Court, West Bromwich 
Suattes, Janes, Leeds, Whitesmith Sept 20 at 11 
Ree, 22. Park row, Leeds 
Sxarr, Faepenicx, York, Fruit Merchant Sept 22 at 12 30 
Off Rc, 28 Stonegate, York 
Twees, Isaac Cuanpter, Moulsham, Chelmsford, Coal 
D-aler Sept 20at12 A J Prior, Eld lane, Wyre st, 
Colchester 
Vineor, Cuartes, and Eowty Cuaries Davies, Wood st, 
Wholesale Trimming Warehousemen Sept 20 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldys, Carey st 
Wanker, Joux, Longcliffe, Sh-pshed, Leics, Farmer Sept 
19at3 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 
Warsox. Hawt. Stockton on Tees, Blacksmith Sept 20 at 
3 Off Rec. 8, Albert rd, Middlesborongh 
Wuarreneap, Roneer, Tdle, nr Bradford, Bazaar Proprietor 
Sept 22 at 1130 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Warartox, Gerona, York, Glass Dealer Sept 22at1l1 Off 
Ree, 28, Stonegate, York 
Wiocetrt, Rosert, © astle C af Somerset, Hotel Proprietor 
Sept 19 at 1.15 Off Rec, Salisbury 
Wivxissox, Tuomas, Bradford, Grocer Sept 22 at 11 Off 
1, Manor row, Bradfo 
Witiams, Eowarp, Treharris, Glam, Grocer Sept 19 at 12 
Off Rec, 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Witsox, Joux. Paul's Wharf, Upper Thames st, Carrier 
Sept 21 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Wisnart. Georae Duxxert, Liverpool, Tobacco Broker 
Sept Mat2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Wvarr. Fraxscis Water, Sutton, Surrey, Builder Sept 
2 at 11.30 24, Railway approach, Lon on Bridge 
The following amended notic> is substituted for that  pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of 8th Sept., 1893 : 
Baremax, Artuve Hewry, Greenwich, Emery Wheel 
Manufacturer Spt 15 at 11.30 24, Railway approach, 
London Bridge 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Arery, Ricnarp. Bradford, Umbrella Maker 
Pet 


6 Ord Sept 6 
Beraxe, Jous, Tipton, Staffs, Tailor Dudley Pet Sept 6 
P 


Ord Sept 9 


Of 


Bradford 





Brieurwett, Witiiam, Petersfield, Hants, Solicitors’ 
Clerk Portsmouth Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 


Cuampers. Jony Taomas Jos, Handsworth, Staffs, Rope 


Manufacturer Birmingham Pet Sept5 Ord Sept5 

Curpery, James, Richmond. —_, Wine Retailer 
Wandsworth Pet Sept1 Ord t 8 

Crarke, Attan Wise, Usk, ysician Newport, 
Mon Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 9 

C.iurrersvuck, Jouy, ALaert, Heaton, Newcastle on r=. 
Clerk Newcastle on Tyne Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Cupsertson, Anxiz Jemima, Kingston upon pa, Stationer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 

Curvow, Hexry Epowarp, Bridge rd, Haumernnith, Coal 
Agent High Court Pet Augi Ord Sept 7 

Dunsar, Joun, Wigan, Stationer Wigan Pet Sept 5 
Ord Sept 8 

Evans, ALrrep, Ross, Bepetestties, Clothier Hereford 
Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Eves, James Henry. and Srarrorp Brows, London wall, 
Hotel Valuers High Court Pet July5 Ord Sept 7 

Giturspy, THomas, Cornsay, co Durham, Tailor Durham 


Pet Aug 26 Ord Sept 8 

Giratine, Grorear, Hardinge st, Commercial rd, Stepney, 
Odsetr Osadhenalior High Court Pet Sept 7 
Ord Sept 7 

Grearsacn, Witttam Caarves, Burslem, Staffs, Butcher 
Burslem Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 8 

Hawt, Grorce Ausert, Kettering, Grocer Northampton 
Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 

Hamuerrox, Levi Lawrorp, and Witiiam Wurre, Win- 
chester, Builders Winchester Pet Aug 24 
Sept s 

Haumonp, Epwarp Samvet, Uphill, Somerset, Draper 
Bridgwater Pet Sept 4 ‘Ord Sept 8 

Hereiper, Aeruur, Trowbridge, Steeple Ashton, Wilts, 
Builder Bath Pet Aug19 OrdS-pt8 

Hitver, Grorer, Cheltenham, Decorator Cheltenham 
Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 

Jackson, Grorer, Hafodywern Farm, ar Wrexham, 
Farmer Wrexham Pet Aug3 Ord Sept 7 

Laroxe, Caartes, Great Driffield, Yorks, Innkeep-r 
Kingston upon Hull Pet t8 Ord 8 

Letcuer, Jameson, St Issey, hy peat Soal Merchant 


Truro Pet Sept9 Ord 
on, Tobacconist Newport, 


Loosemore, Jonny, Chepstow, 

Mon Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 

Martiyx, James, late of Hartlepool, Licensed Victualler 
Sunderland Pet June 26 Ord Sept 8 

MIpDpLRToN, 

Pet sept 6 Ord Sept 6 
Moore, Atrrep Jonny. Measham, Derbyshire, Coach- 
builder Burton on Trent Pet Sept6 Ord Sent 6 
Muere.t, 
ham 


Pt “ept1 Ord Sept 5 


Nasu, Freperick, Dry Te. Cambs, Farmer Cam- | 


bridge Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 

Nicuous, Josera Arraur, Andover yd, Hornsey rd, Enxzi- 
neer High Court Pet July3 Ord Sept7 

Nietsoyx, Josren, Gloucester terrace, South Kensington, 
Furniture Dealer High Court Pct Sept 8 Ord 
Sept 8 

Pearce, Jonny Ricuarp, Gt Grimsby, Fish Merchant Gt 
Grimeby Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 7 

Pratt, Javes. 'ondon rd, Hazel grove, nr *tockport, 
Painter stockp srt Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

Ramspey, James, and Tuomas Marspey, Paddock, Hud- 
dersfield. Joiners Pet Aug 16 Ord Sept 6 

Ricuarps, Wiit1am Rayment, Moorgate st, Tailor High 
Court Pet Sept7 Ord Sept7 

Surrnu, Coarces Henry. and Frepvericx Aveustos Samira, 
Netherton, Wores, Builders Dudley Pet Ord 
Se Py 6 

, Freoericx, York, Fruit Merchant York Pet Sept 

” Ora Sept 7 

Spevcer, WittiaM James, y - 4 inn rd, Optician High 
Court Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 8 

Ticpstey, Josera, Warrington, Brickmaker Warrington 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 8 

Wacker, Jonx, L 8h 
Leic ster Pet Sent 5 Ord Sept 7 

Wuaerroys, Grorae, York, Glass Dealer York Pet Sept 8 
Ord Sept 8 


hol 








Tuomas ee Brighouse, Draper Halifax 


Joun Tuomas, Birmingham, Painter Birmiog- | 





Leics, Farmer | 


Wurrevean, Rosert, Idle, nr Bradford, Bazaar Proprietor | } 


Bradford Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 7 
Wicaert, Rosert, Castle Cary, Somerset, Hotel Proprietor | 
Yeovil Pet Aug19 Ord Sept 8 


| forty years, in 
| &e., and 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to One 

solutions of Partnership, 


Wi.xiysoy, Toomas, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet Sept | 
| Corporation Robes, University and Clergy @ 


Sept 7 
Wittram McDasret, 
Swansea 


6 
WILtiaMs, 

Licensed Victualler 

Se “pt 7 ‘ 
Fexverick AxeL, Siengeeten, Plumber Glou- 
cester Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 


Pontardulais, Glam, 


Aug 30 Ord | 


} 


Wivson, Joux, Paul’s Wharf, U; 
High Court Pet Septi Ord Sept 7 

Wages Caoqne Dunst, 

Sept 7 Sept 7 

zorce Apram, Gt Sa Fisherman 

Grimsby Pet Sept 7 § 


Woo .srox, ee 
Merchant igh Gout Pe Pet & sept, 5 
amended notice is substituted for # 
Gazette 


The follo 
fished in the London 
Watwyy, James, Tanstall, Staffs, Bootmaker 
Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 5 


Bermo 





All letters intended for publication in 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be a 
by the name of the writer. 


of Aug l:— 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring 


Journal with regularity, it is requested 
application be made direct to the P 


7 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which 


cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and 
age, 52s, WEEKLY REPORTER, in 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxtorrors’ Jour 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volumes 
at the offce—cloth, 2s. 9d., halt law 
5s. 6d. 
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LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTIS) 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, 
STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement 
to direct the attention of the Legal 

van of his long a ¢ = 

hereby ieee their gee <n 





to the 


with necessary 
Official stamps for advertisements and file of “Ts 
Gazette” kept. By appointment. 


pre 





EDE AND SON, 


ROBE ASA 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole 


cae 


Judicial Bench, Corporation of Lorfon, &, 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARE 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


| Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LOND 





WAUKHEHNPFPHAS 
60, HAYMARKET, LONDON, S8.W. 


Gentlemen’s Shooting and Tour Boots. 
Ladies Glace Kid Boots and Shoes, all the latest styles. 
Riding Boots of every kind, all Hand Sewn. 


WAUKENPHAST™, Lta, 
37, King William Street, London Bridge, E.C. 453, Oxford Street, } 


Haymarket, 8.W. 
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ee ee 4 





